2 


2 


SUBMISSION OF 


RECORDED PRESIDENTIAL CONVERSATIONS 


TO THE 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 


OF THE 


b 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


BY 


PRESIDENT RICHARD NIXON 


APRIL 30, 1974 


94[77 


What Initials Mean 


Following are the identities of persons described by initials 
in the transcripts of the White House tapes: 


P, President Nixon. 
H. H.R. Haldeman, former White House chief of staff. 
E. John D. Ehrlichman, former assistant to the President 


for domestic affairs. 
K. Richard G. Kleindienst, former Attorney General, 
Z. Ronald L. Ziegler, press secretary to the President. 
L.H. Lawrence M. Higby, deputy assistant to the President. 


H.P. Henry E. Petersen, Assistant Attorney General. 


D. John W. Dean, former counsel to the President. 

M. John N. Mitchell, former Attorney General and former 
director of the Committee for the Re-election of the 
President, 


R.W. Rose Mary Woods, the President's personal secretary. 


R, William P. Rogers, former Secretary of State. 

W. John J. Wilson, attorney for H.R, Haldeman and John D. 
Ehrlichman, 

5. Frank H. Strickler, attorney for H.R, Haldeman and 


John D. Ehrlichman,. 
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Sept. 15, 1972 
(5:27-6:17 P.M.) 


The President, Haldeman and 
Dean, Oval Office 


This opens just as Dean comes in the 
door. 

P. Hi, how are you? You had quite 
a day today didn’t you. You got Water- 
gate on the way didn’t you? D. We 
tried. 

H. How did it all end up? D. Ah, I 
think we can say well at this point. 
The press is playing it just as we expect 

H. Whitewash? D. No, not yet—the 
story right now— 

P. It is a big story. H. Five indicted 
plus the WH former guy and all that. 
D. Plus two White House follows. 

H. That is good that takes the edge 
off whitewash really that was the 
thing Mitchell kept saying that to peo- 
ple in the country Liddy and Hunt were 
big men. Maybe that is good. 

P. How did MacGregor handle him- 
self? D. I think very well he had a 
good statement which said that the 
Grand Jury had met and that it was 
now time to realize that some apolo- 
gies may be due. 

H. Fat chance. D. Get the damf[in- 
audible]. H. We can’t do that. 

P. Just remember, all the trouble 
we're taking, we'll have a chance to get 
back one day. How are you doing on 
your other investigations? 

H. What has happened on the bug? 
P, What bug? 

D. The second bug there was a bug 
found in the telephone of one of the 
rien at the DNC [Democratic National 
Committee]. 

P. You don’t think it was left over 
ftom the other time? 

iD. Absolutely ‘not, the Bureau has 

ecked and re-checked the whole place 

ter that night{ The man had specifi- 
cxlly checked ahd re-checked the tele- 
Phone and it was not there. 
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D. No, no sir. It looks silly. If we can 


: whole story will reverse. 


PP. What the. hell do you think was ° 


involved? D. I think DNC was planted. 

'P. Yon think they did it. D. Uh huh. 

P. [Expletive delected] —- do they 
really want to believe that we planted 
that? 

'H. Did they get anything on the 
finger prints? D. No, nothing at all— 
either on the telephone or on the bug. 
The F.B.I. has unleashed a full investi- 
gation over at the DNC starting with 
O’Brien right now. 

H, [LLaughter] Using the same crew— 
D. The same crew — the Washington 
Field Office. 

P, What kind of questions are they ask- 
ing him? 

D. Anything they can think of because 
OBrien is charging them with failing 
t6 find all the bugs. H. Good, that will 
make them mad. : 

D. So Gray 1s pissed and his people are 
pissed off. So maybe they will move 
in because their,reputation is on the 
line, I think that is a good development. 
P. I think that is a good development 
because it makes it look so [adjective 
deleted] funny. Am I wrong? 


| 


P. But how could they possibly find it, 
though? 


i D, Well, they are trying to ascertain 


who made the big. It is a custom made 
product. If they can get back to the man 
who manufactured it and who he sold 
it to and how it came down through 
the chain, 
P. Boy, you mever know when those 
giys get after it—they can really find 
it 
D. The resources that have been put 
against this whole investigation to date 
are really incredible. It is truly a larger 
iivestigation than was conducted 
against the after inquiry of the JFK as 
sassination.P.Oh. - 

D. Good statistics supporting the find 

ing. 

a Isn’t that ridiculous—this silly thing, 

-P. Yes [Expletive deleted]. goldwater 

put it in context when he said “(ex 

pletive deleted( everybody else. you 
know that.” D. That was priceless. 

P. It happens to be totally true. We 
-were bugged in ‘68 on the plane and 

ip ’62 even running for Governor—[ex- 
jletive deleted] thing you ever saw. 

QD. It is a shame that evidence to the 
fact that that happened in ’68 was 
never around. I ynderstand that nnly 
the former Director had that informa 
tion. H. N, that is not true. 

D. There was evidence of it? H. There 
are others who have information. 

P. How do you know? Does DeLoache 
know? D. DeLoche? 

H. I have some stuff too—on the bomb- 
ing incident and too in the bombing halt 
stay. 

‘PB. The difficulty with using it, of 
course, is it reflects on Johnson. If it 
weren't for that, I would use it. Is 
there any way we could use it without 
using his name—saying that the D.N.C. 
did it? No—the F.B.A, did the bugging. 

D. That is the problem—would it re- 
flect on Johnson or Humphrey? 

H. Johnson, Humphrey didn’t do it. 

| P. Oh, hell no. H. He was bugging 

{ Humphrey, too. P. (Expletive deleted;. 


P, Well, on the other hand. I want you 
to ask Connally. What crazy things we 
do. That this might help with the bomb- 
ing. I don’t think he will talk to Johnson 
~—— and also it would reflect on the bu- 
reau, They hate to. admut that. 

H, It is a rougk6ne on them with all 
this stuff that they don’t do Congress- 
men, etc. 

P, It isn’t worth it—the hell with it. 
What is the situation on the little red 
box? Have they found the box yet? 

Tm Gray has never had access to the 
box. He is now going to pursue the box. 
I spoke to him just about thirty minutes 
ago. Pat said, “I don’t know about the 
box. Don’t know where it is ‘ow. We 
never had an opportunity before when it 
was first released in the press that 
there was a box to go in but we Fave 
decided now we have grounds to go nm 
and find it.” 

H. The latest public story wag that 
she handed it over to Edward Bennett 
Williams. D. That is right. 

H. The Bureau ought to go into Ed- 
ward Bennett Williams and start ques- 
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tioning nim ana nave him tied up for 
a eouple of days. 

P. Yeah, I hope they do, The Bureau 
better get over pretty quick and get 
that little red boxy We want it cleared, 
up. We want to get to the bottom of 
it. If anybody is guilty over here we 
want to know. H. It will probably be in 
the news! 

D. You might be interested in some 
of the allocations we got. The Stans’ 
libel action was assigned to Judge Ritch- 
ie, P. (Expletive deleted) D. Well now 
that is good and bad. Judge Ritchie is 
not known to be one of the (audible) 
on the bench, that is considered by me. 
He is fairly candid in dealmg with 
people about the question. He has made 
several entrees off the bench — one to 
Kleindienst and one to Roemer McPhee 
to keep Roemer abreast of what his 
thinking is. He told Roemer he thought 
Maury ought to file a libel action. P. Did 
he? H. Can he deal with this concur- 
rently with the court case? 


‘Talking to Silbert® 


D. Yeah, The fact that the civil case 
drew to a halt — that the depositions 
were halted he is freed. H. It was just 
put off for a few days, wasn’t it? 

D, It did more than that — he had 
been talking to Silbert, one of the As- 
sistant U.S, Attorneys down here, Sil-, 
bert said, “We are going to have a hell 
of a time drawing these indicements 
because these civil depositions will be 
coming out and the grand jury has one 
out on this civil case but it is nothing 
typical.’ 

Someone asked the President if he 
wanted Mitchell’s call—he said, ‘Yeah. 

D. Based on that when Silbert had, 
told Ritchie this and with a casual en- 
counter — in fact it was just in the 
hall, so Ritchie stopped the civil case 
so Silbert can get the indictment down. 


Call From Mitchell 


Telephone call from John Mitchell: 
‘Hello.’ P. It comments only from here 
on until end of call: ‘Well, are you still 
alive. I was just sitting here with John 
Dean and he tells me you were going 
to be sued or something .. . Good, 
Good... Yeah... Good... Sure... 
Well I tell you just don’t let this keep 
you or your colleagues from concentrat- 
ing on the big game. This thing is just 
one of those side issues and a month 
later everybody looks back and wonders 
what all the shooting was about. OK, 
John. Good night. Get a good night’s 
sleep. And don’t bug anybody without 
asking me? OK? Yeah. Thank you, 

D, Three months ago I would have 
had trouble predicting there would be 
a day when this would be forgotten, 
but I think I can say that 54 days from 
now nothing is going to come crashing 
down to our surprise, 

P. That what? D. Nothing is going to 
come crashing down to our surprise. 

P. Oh well, this is a can of worms as 
you know a lot of this stuff that went 
on. And the people who worked this 
way are awfully embarrassed. But the 
way you have handled all this seems to 
me has been very skillful putting your 
fingers in the leaks that have sprung 
here and sprung there. The grand jury 
is dismissed now? ie 


Cay 


D. That is correct. They have com- 
pleted and they have let them go so 


there will be no continued investigation 
prompted by the Grand Jury’s inquiry. 
The GAO report referred over to Justice 
is on a shelf right now because they 
have hundreds of violations—they have 
violations of McGovern, of Humphrey, 
violations of Jackson, and several hun- 
dred Congressional violations. They 
don’t want to startprosecuting one any 
more than they prosecute the other. 

P. They definitely will not prosecute 
us unless they prosecute the others. 

D. Well, we are talking about tech- 
nical violations referred over also. 

P. What about watching the Mc- 
Govern contributors and all that sort of 
thing? D.We have [inaudible] eye out 
on that. His I understand is not in full 
compliance. P. He asked? D. No. 

P. Well, not yet. His 300 committees 
—have they all reported yet? D. We 
have a couple delinquent state commit- 
tees. 

P. It said in the paper that McGovern 
had 300 committees reported, D. No, 
they have not. There are a lot of things 
he has never done—as he has never 
disclosed the fact that he has some 300 
committees. The Wall Street Journal 
piece that picked it up and carried that 
story brought out his committees. 

P. Can we say anything publicly 
about it? D, Purpose there hasn’t been 
a tax sham—it is.hafd to comprehend 
why he set up~that many committees. 
He doesn’t have that many large con- 
tributors, but they may have to dis- 
burse through a great number of 
smaller committees, 

H. Unless someone 
$900,000. 

.D. That’s right. 

P. It could be. That could be possible. 

H. He may be getting $900,000 from 
somebody, He may have two or three 
angels. 

P. I don’t think he is getting a hell of 
a lot of small money. I don’t believe 
[expletive deleted]. Have -you had the 
P.O. checked yet? HY That is John’s 
area I don’t know. P. Well, let’s have 
it checked. ~ 

D. Well as I see it;the only problems 
we may have are the human problems 
and I will keep a close watch on that. 
P, Union? D. Human. H. Human frailties. 

D. People get annoyed—some finger 
pointing —~false accusations—any in- 
ternal dissension of any nature, P, You 
mean on this case? 

D. On this case, There is some bitter- 
~ ness between the Finance Committee 
and the Political Committee—they feel 
they are taking all the heat and all the 
people upstairs are bad people—not 
being recognized. 

.P. We are all in it together. This is a 
war We take afew shots and it will be 
over. Don’t worry I wouldn’t want to 
be on the othér side right now. Would 
you? 

D. Along that line, pne of the things 
I've tried to do, I have begun to keep 
notes on a lot of people who are emerg- 
ing as less than our friends because 
this will be over some day and we 
Shouldn't forget the way some of them 
have treated us, 


is stealing 


P. I want the most comprehensive | 
notes on all those who tried to do us 
in, They didn’t have to do it. If we had 
a very close election and they were 
playing the other side I would under- 
stand this. No—they were doing this 
quite deliberately and they are asking 


for it and they are going to get 1t We , 


have not used the power in this first 
four years as you khow. We have never 
used it. We have not used the Bureau 
and we have not used the Justice De- 
partment but things are going to 
change now. And they are either going 
to do it right or go. 
D. What an exciting prospect. 
P. Thanks. It has to be done. We have 
been [adjective deleted] fools for us 
to come into this election campaign and 
not do anything with regard to the 
Democratic Senators who are running, 
et cetera. And who the hell are they 
after? They are after us. It is absolute- 
ly nidiculous, It is not going to be that 
way any more. 
H. Really tt is ironic that we have 
gone to extremes, You and your damn 
regulations, Everybody worries about 
not picking up a hotel bill. —, 
D. I th’nk you can be protid of the 
White House staff. It really has had no 
problems of that so And I love this 
GAO audit that is going on now. I think 
they have some suspicion, that even a 
cursory investigation is going to dis- 
cover something here. I don’t think they 
can find a thing. I learned today, in- 
cidentally, and have not confirmed it, 
that the GAO auditor“who is down here 
is here at the Speaker of the House’s 
request. P. That surprises me. 
H. Well, [expletive deleted] the Speaker 
of the House. Maybe we better put a 
little heat on him P. I thin kso too. 
H. Because he has a lot worse problems 
than he is going to find down here. 
D. That’s right. 
H. That is the kind of thing that, you 
know, we really ought to do is call the 
Speaker and say, “I regret to say your 
calling the GAO down here because of 
what it is going to cause us to do to 
you.” 
P. Why don’t you see if Harlow will tell 
him that. 
H. Because he wouldn’t do it—he would 
just be pleasant and call him Mr. Speak- 
er. 
D. I suppose the other area we are going 
to see some publicity on in the coming 
weeks because I think now that the 
indictments are down there will be a 
cresting on that — the white wash — 
the civil rights cases in advance. But 
Wright Patman’s hearings—his banking 
and currency committee—whether we 


will be successful in turning that off or , 


not I don’t know. We have a plan where 
Rothblatt and Bittman who were counsel 
for the seven who were indicted today 
are going to go up ad visit the five 
top membefs and say that if you com- 
mence hearings you are going: to jeop- 
ardize the civi] rights of these individu- 
als in the worst way and they will never 
get a fair trial, 

P. Why not ask tat they request to 
be heard by the committee? 

D. They could Say, “If you do com- 
mence with these hearings we intend 
to come up and Say-wHat you are doing 


- matter that is de 


to the rights of indiviquals.” Something 
to that effect. 

P. They could even get a motion in 
court to get the thing dismissed. H. Go- 
ing the other way— 

P. Getting the criminal charges dis- 
missed on the grounds of civil rights. 

D. We have someone approaching 
the ACLU for these guys—having them 
exert some pressure because we don’t 
just want Stans up there in front of 
the cameras with Patman asking all 


these questions. It is going to be the 
whole thing over and over again. I 
understand too, or 4 fave been told, 
that John Connally is close to Patmar 
and if anyone couid talk turkey to Pat- 
man, Connally could. Jerry Ford is not 
really taking an a interest in this 
oping so Stans is 
going to see Jerry Ford and try to brief 
him and explain to him the problems 
he has, The other thing we are going 
to do—we are looking at all the cam- 
paign reports of every member of that 
committee because we are convinced 
that none of them complied exactly 
with the law either. If they want to 
play rough—some day we better say, 
“Gentlemen, we want to call your at- 
tention that you have not complied 
with A, B, C, and F and we are not 
going to hold that a secret if you start 
talking campaign violations here.” 


Minority Members 


P. What about Ford? Do you think 
so? Connally can’t because of the way 
he is set up. If &nybody can do it, 
Connally could, but ls can get the 
minority members. They have some 
weak men and women.6n that commit- 
tee, unfortunately. Heckler is alright. 
D. Heckler was great. ; _ 

P, Widnall, etcetera. Jerry should 
talk to Widnall. After all, if we ever 


, win the House, Jerry will be the 


Speaker and he could tell him if he 


, did not get off— he will not be Chair- 


man ever. 
D. That would be very helpful to 


, get all of these people at least pulling 


together. If Jerry could get a little 
action on this. H. Damn it Jerry 
should. That is exactly the thing he 
was talking about, that the reason 
they are staying is so that they cam 
run investigations. 

P. The point is that the¥ ought to 
raise hell,about these hearings. I don’t 
know that the counsel calls the mem- 
bers of the committee often. I think 
if they have to have this blunderbuss 
in the public arena thes this is all it 
is. : 
D. That is the, last forum where 
we have the least problem right now. 
Kenedy has already said he may call 
hearings of the Administrative Prac- 
tices sub-committee. As these commit- 
tes spin out oracles we used to get 
busy on each one. I stopped doing that 
about two months ago. We just take 
one thing at a time. 

P. You really can’t sit and worry 
about it all the time. The worst may 
happen but it may not. So you just 
try to button i up as well-a@s you can 
and hope for theb est; and remember 
basically the damn pps is unfortu- 
nately trying to cut*our losses. 


D. Certainly that is right and cer- 
tainly it has had no effect on you. 
That’s the good thing: 

H. No, it has ‘ben kept away from 
the White House and of course com- 
pletely from the President. The only 
tie to the White House is the Colson 
effort they keep trryng to pull in, — 

D. And, of. course, the two White 
House people of lower level—indicted— 
one consultant and one member of the 
Domestic Staff. That is-not very much 
of a tie. 

H. That’s right. 

P.Or Manson. [expletive deleted]. If 
they had been killers. Isn’t that true? 

H. It 1s certainly true. 

P, These [characterizatieri deleted] 
they have had no way. They ought to 
move the trial away from—~ 

D. There has been-extensive clipping 
on the part of the counsel in this case. 
They may never get a fair trial, They 
may never get a jury that will convict 
them. The Post, you know, that they 
have a real large team assigned to 
cover this case. Believe me, the Maury 
Stans story about his libel suit that 
had so much coverage in the Evening 
News they put way back on page 8 
of the Post and did not even cover it in 
total. 

H. Yes, I will talk to Bill. 

D. I think Dick Cook has been work- 
ing on it. 

P. Maybe Michell should do. 

H. Could Mitchell do it? 

P. No, : 

Against Mitchell-favolvemen' 


I don’t think it woul be good to draw 
him into it. I Maury could talk 
to Ford if that would do any good. I 
think Maury ought to brief Ford on 
exactly what his whole side of the 
story is. Maury.-undetstands the law. 

H. I will’ talk to Cook. P. Maybe 
Ehrlichman should talk to him Ehrlich- 
man understands the law. 

H. Is that a good idea? Maybe it is. 

P, I think maybe that is the thing. 
This is a big play. He has to know 
that it comes from the, top, While I 
can't talk for myself he has to get at 
this and———the thing up. 

D. Well, if we got that slide up there 
—it is a tragedy to let them have 
a‘field day up there. ; 

P. What is the first move? When does 
he call his witnesses? 

D. Well, he has not:even gotten the 
vote of his committee—he hasn’t even 
convened his committee as to whether 
he can cal hearings. That is why he 
won't come Monday morning. His at- 
torney is going to .arrive on the door- 
step of the chairman to tell him what 
to do and he proceeds, One of the mem- 
bers of the committee, Jerry Brown, 
wrote Kliendienst a letter saying, “If 
the chairman holds committee hearings 
on this, isn’t this going to jeopardize 
your criminal case?” 

P, That is smart politics for Michigan 
and some tie into Ford. He is a very 
smart fellow. 


Anxious io Heip 


D. Good lawyer and being helpful. 
He is anxious to help. 

P, Tell Ehrichman to get Brown and 
Ford in together and they can work 
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out something. They ought to get off 
their—and push it. No use to let Pat- 
man have a free ride here. 

D. Well we can keep them well 
briefed on moves if they wil move 
when we provide them with the stra- 
tegy, And we will have a_raft of depo- 
sitions going the other way soon. We 
will be hauing the O’Briens in and the 
like on our due process soon. 

P. What did they ask—any questions? 

D. No. I saw Rothblatt laughing at 
the start of the symposium, He is 
quite a character. He has been getting 
into thé sex life of some of the mem- 
bers of the DN.C. 

P. Why? What is the justification? 


D. Well, he is working on the en- 
trapment theory that they were hiding 
something and they had secret infor- 
mation of theigs to hide and if they 
could someway’ conspire to bring this 
thing about themselves, It is a way-out 
theory that nb one had caught. 

H. (Laughtér) 

D. He had ‘scheduled Patricia Harris 
and she did not.show up. She went to 
the beauty parlor instead so he went 
down to the court house and she had 
been directed to show up and then the 
next day the judge cut all the deposi- 
tions off. But he had a host of wild 
questions about where O'Brien got his 
compensation when he was chairman. 
Not that he would know anything about 
that, but it was just an interesting 
question he might want to ask the 
chairman under oath. 

H. That’s what Gibbons said — the 
same hunting license that gave them. 
D. No—that is right. H. So we can play 
the sarne game. they are paying. We 
ought to be able to do better at it. 
P, Well. 

H. Are thage depositions sealed? 
D. That’s right. H. They are? D. But 
that argues tHat they will want them 
unsealed less than we will, and we may 
be arguing at «some point to get them 
unsealed. P. Yeah. 

Judge’s Action Predicted 


D. I think what is going to happen on 
the civil case is:that the judge is going 
to dismiss the complaint that is down 
there right now. They will then file a 
new complaint which will come back 
to Ritchie again, That will probably 
happen the 20th, 2ist, 22nd. Then 20 
days will run before any answers have 
to be filed and the despositions will be 
commenced so we are eating up an 
awful lot of time. P. Why will the 
judge dismiss the complaint? ‘ 

D. Probably on the middle ground— 
both on the substantive ground that they 
haven’t stated’ a good cause of action— 
that there 1s improper class actions filed. 
O’Brien doegn’t indeed represent any’ 
class. And hé will just dismiss it on the 
merits. It is not a good complaint. He, 
has already shaved it down to almost 
nothing on his original order. They will 
then have to re-design it in a much 
narrower action but the judge himself 
can’t suggest something to counsel. He’ 
has to do a cute argument here, If he 
dismisses on the merits, that they can’t 
file another suit, they are out of the 
court totally. H. But our two suits go 
hang? 


D. We have two suits—we have the 
abuse of process and the libel 
suit. H. We can take depositions on both 
of those? D. Absolutely. P. Hell yes. 
(Inaudible) H. (Laughter) D. We can 
blunder down the road anyway. (NOTE: 
Further conversation following unre- 
lated to Watergate.) 


Feb. 28, 1973 
(9:12-10:23 A.M.) 


The President and Dean, 
Oval Office 


D. Good morning, Sir. P. Oh, hi. D. 
How are you? 

P. I wanted to talk with you about: 
what kind of a line to take. I now want} 
Kleindienst on the—it isn’t a matter off 
trust. You have it clearly understo 
that you will call him and give him, 
directions and he will call you, et 
cetera, and so on. I just don’t want 
Dick to go off—you see, for example, 
on executive privilege—I don’t wanti 
him to go off and get the damn thing 
—get us— 

D. Make any deals on it— 

P. Make a deal—that is the point. 
Baker, as I said, is going to keep at, 
arm’s length and you've got te be very" 
firm with these guys or you may not, 
end up with many things. Now as I 
said the only back-up position I cam 
possibly see is one of a [inaudible] 1f 
Kleindienst wants to back [finaudible} 
for [inaudible]—didn’t want to but sug: 
gested we ought to back them heavily; 
send them up there in executive ses+ 
sion. Weil, now you all know that uns 
der executive session we still have thé 
problem, and it ain’t good. Well, I ant 
thinking particularly of Baker becaus¢ 
it will go to him without any quettion: 
and that is going te be far more signifi¢ 
cant. This bothers us at the motren 
but that’s [inaudible] to me. And the 
will haul him up there and bull-rag hi 
around the damn place and it will aise 
holy hell with Rogers and all our—th¢ 
other people. 

D, Yeah é 

P. I sent some notes out—a couple of 
yellow pages—something on the teachz 
ers’ thing that I am not doing today: 
Just send ‘it back to me, please. 

Secretary: Alright, Sir, 

P. So you see, I think you better havé 
a good, hard face to face talk with hi 
and say, Look, we have thought thi 
thing over. And you raise the point wi 
him that this cannot be in executive 
session because he is likely to float it 
out ihere and they will grab it. 

D That’s right, and as 1 mentioned 
yesterday, he 1s meeting with Sam 
Ervin and Baker tn this joint session and 
that is probably one of the first things 
they will discuss. 


Ervin Meeting Discussed 


P. The main thing Ervin 1s going to 
be talking about is executive privilege. 
Has that meeting been set yet, though? 
D No, it has not There 1s ample time 
to have Dick go up there— 

P. You have a talk with him and say 
we had a talk about this—now your po- 
sition now I know [inaudible] which 


they probably never accept but it will 
make his position be reasonable in the 
public mind. That is what we have in 
mind. D. Right. Correct 

+P, Another possibility is the one that 
Ehrlichman has suggested. If you could 
have an agreement that the Chairman 
and the ranking member could question 
basically the same under very restricted 
—a little bit early [inaudible]. D. Them 
coming down here, say? 

P. Basically, that is the suggestion. 

D. I think that is sort of “if”? we 
couldn’t get the written interrogatories. 
That 1s still a serious precedent to deal 
with if they come down here and start 
questioning people I think the issues 
would have to be so narrowed for even 
that situation. And that sort of thing 
would evolve with the narrowing of the 
issues where what information a Halde- 
man or Ehrlichman might have. The 
Committee needs to be complete in its 
report of its investigation. 

P. Yeah, We will say that you can 
have written interrogatories under 
oath, then answer questions. D. Pub- 
hely you are not withholding any 1n- 
formation and you are not tising the 
shield of the Presidency. 

Ap, When you talk to Kleindienst— 
because I have raised this [inaudible] 
thing with him on the Hiss case—he 
has forgotten, I suppose. Go back and 
read the first chapter of “Six Crises,” 
But I know, as I said, that was espio- 
nage against the nation, not against 
the party. F B.1, Hoover, himself, who’s 
a. friend of mine said “I am sorry I 
have been ordered not to cooperate 
with you” and they didn’t give us one 
[adjective omitted] thing. I conducted 
that investigation with two [characteri- 
zation omitted] committee investiga- 
tors—that stupid—they were tena- 
cious We got it done. 

Then we worked that thing. We then 
got the evidence, we got the typewriter, 
we got the Pumpkin Papers. We got all 
of that ourselves The FBI did not coop- 
erate. The Justice Department did not 
cooperate. The Administration would 
not answer questions except, of course, 
for Cabinet officers, I mean like Burling 
came down and some of the others. 

D. Funny, wnen the shoe 1s on the 
einer foot how they look at things, isn’t 
it? 

P. Well, as I said, The New York 
Times, The Washington Post and all the 
rest. They put it in terms of executive 
privilege because they were against the 
investigation. So the real question now 
1s say that I having been through that— 
we have talked it over and that I have 
always felt very miffed about that be- 
cause I thought that was very wrong 
and now this is another matter. But I 
think we ought to cooperate in finding 
an area of cooperation. Here it 1s. You 
see, the Baker theory 1s that he wants 
to have a big slambang thing for a 
whole week and then he thinks interest 
ig the whole thing will fall off. And he 
is nght about that. But his interest in 
having a big slambang for a week is 
that we bring all the big shots up right 
away The big shots you could bring up. 
They could bring up Stans. They have 
to put him on, and they’ve got to put 
Mitchell on. They would hike, of course, 
to get Haldeman, Ehriichman and Col- 
son. 
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Stans as Stalking Horse 


D. I understand that you and Bob 
have talked about running Stans out as 
sort of a stalking horse on it, on another 
post. P. It is not my idea I guess Moore 
or somebody mentioned it. 

D. I think it was my idea. I think it 
could be one defusing factor in the hear- 
ings. Stans would like to get his story 
out He is no in any serious problem ul- 
timately. It could be rough and tumble, 
but Maury is ready to take it and it 
would be a mini-hearmg there is no 
doubt about it But this further detracts 
from othe other committee. 

“P It would be a muim-hearing, it is 
true, Except knowing the press and 
knowing—like they have taken—they 
sold several of these stories about Col- 
son and Haldeman about four times. 
D Well, I know that. 

P. Well, I just wonder if that doesn’t 
do that? D. At present I hesitate to 
send Stans. They would give him a hot 
seat. 

-P. Somebody is after him about 
Vesco. I first read the story briefly in 
The Post I read, naturally, the first 
page and I turned to The Times to read 
it The Times had in the second para- 
graph that the money had been re- 
turned, but The post didn’t have it. 
D. That 1s correct. 

” Pp. The Post didn’t have it until after 
you continued to the back section. It is 
the [adjective omitted] thing I ever 
saw. 

D. Typical. P. My guess is The Star 
pointed out (inaudible) that they—(in- 
audible), Actually they got the money 
after the 10th, but I don’t think they 
pointed out that Sears got it before. D. 
For all purposes, the donor, Vesco— 

Pp. Stans would never do a thing like 
that! Never. Never. Never. D. I think we 
have a good strong case that the donor 
had relinquished control of the money, 
and constructive possession of the 
money was in the hands of the finance 
committee, Sears and the like. So that 
there is not—ah—P. How did they get 
my brother in it? Eddie? D. That was 


sheer sandbagging of your brother. Here 
1s what they did. They called him down 


here in Washington . . . P. Who did? 

D It was Vesco and Sears and said 
that, ‘We want to talk to you about the 
nature of this transaction because we 
have had earlier conversations with 
Stans.’ He really wasn’t privy to it, and 
didn’t know much about it, but what 
the long and short of it was that they 
were after him to find out from Stans 
wuether they wanted cash or cheeks. 
Stans just responded to your brother 
and said, ‘I don’t really care—whatever 
they want to do,’ and that is what he 
relayed back He didn’t even under- 
stand why he was there, He is just as 
clean as a whistle. There is just nothing 
there at all. P. I know that. I know that 
myself. So you sort of lean to having 
Stans starting out there? 


‘The Public Is Bored’ 


D, I think it would take a lot of the 
teeth out of the —you know—the star- 
dom of the people are trying to build 
up to. If Stans has already gone to a 
hearing in another committee, obvious- 
ly they will use everything they have 
at that time and it won’t be a hell of 


a lot It confuses the public. The public 
is bored with this thing already. P. 
Yeah D. One of the things I think we 
did succeed in before the election— 

P. Stans is very clean. Unless I make 
a mistake on this thing, the way I 
analyze it, and I have stayed deliberate- 
ly away from it, but I think I can sense 
what it is. The way I analyze the thing, 
Stans would have been horrified at any 
such thing. And, what happened was 
he honestly is outraged. He thinks—- 
what happened was he thinks he event- 
ually found a line on somebody’s hard 
earned cash and got into this silly busi- 
ness with it 

D. He does and he is a victim of 
circumstances, of innuendo, of false 
charges, He has a darn good chance of 
winning that libel suit he has against 


_Larry O’Brien. P. Has he? D, That’s 


right P. Good That’s why Larry filed a 
counter-suit. D, That’s right. 

P. I see. Ziegler was disturbed at the 
news that they subpoenaed newsmen. 
Did that disturb you? 

D. No, it didn’t disturb me at all. No, 
Sir. I talked with Ron at some length 
about it on the other mght. I said, “Ron, 
first of all you can rest assured that 
the White House was not involved in 
that decision.” Exceptional case. 

P. It should involve prosecution. 

D. No, it is a civil deposition and it 
is not because we haven’t reached the 
newsman’s privilege issue yet, and that 
as way down the road yet, if for some 


‘reason they refuse to testify on some 


given evidence What they are trying to 
establish is the fact that Edward Bennett 
Wi'liams’ law firm passed out an amend- 
ed complaint that libeled Stans before 
it was into the Court process, so rt was 
not privileged. And the newsmen are the 
people who can answer that question. 
Also they are trying to find out how 
Larry O’Brien and Edward Bennett Wul- 
liams made statements to the effect that 
this law suit — the first law suit they 
had filed against the Committee—was 
not really to establish any invasion of 
privacy threat, rather they were harass- 
ing the Committee. 


P. The Committee to Re-Elect? D They 
made this off the record to several news- 


men and we know they did this. That 
this was a drummed up law suit. 


Charge of Malice 


P. So therefore that proves also mal- 
1ce, doesn’t it? 

D. It makes the abuse of process case 
that we have against them on a counter 
suit. And the lawyers made a very con- 
scious and good decision to proceed 
with the suit and if they did, they were 
going to have to have this information 
and it doesn’t bother me if they sub- 
poenaed nine or 10— 

P. Weil, one hell of a lot of people 
don’t give one damn about this issue of 
the suppression of the press, etc. We 
know that we aren’t trying to do it. The 
all squal about it. It is amusing to me 
when they say—I watched the networks 
and I thought théy were restrained. 
What [expletive omitted] do they want 
them to do—go through the 1968 syn- 
drome when they were 8 to 1 against 
us They are only three to one this time. 
It is rea'ly sickening though to see these 
guys. These guys have always figured 
we have the press on our side. You know 


we receive a modest amount of support 
—no more, Colson sure making them 
move it around, saying we don’t ltke this 
or that and [inaudible] 

D. Well, you know Colson’s threat of 
a law suit which was printed in Evans 
and Novak had a very sobering effect 
on several of the national magazines. 
They are now checking before printing 
a lot of this Watergate junk they print. 
They check the press office trying to 
get a confirmation or demal, or call 
the individuals involved. And they have 
said they are doing it because they are 
afraid a libe! suit on them. So it did 
have a sobering effect. We will keep 
them honest if we can remind them that 
they can’t print anything and get away 
with it. 

P. Well, as you of course know, at 
the time of the Hills case [inaudible]. 

D. Yes, I have noticed, We have to 
establish, one, malicé for reckless disre- 
gard [inaudible] 

P. Yeah. Malice is impossible for [in- 
audible] It has to get, it’s got to get up 
in through me. [inaudible] Reckless dis- 
regard maybe, D. Tough. That is a bad. 
decision, Mr. President. It really is a 
bad decision. 

P. What 1s the name of the case — 
horrible. D. [inaudible] & Sullivan and 
it came out of the South on a civil 
rights ... 

P. it was about some guy who was a 
police chief or something. Anyway, I 
remember reading it at the time when 
I thought we were suing Life for Hills. 
When Life was guilty as hell. D. Did 
you win it? ‘ 

P. Supreme Court — four to three. 
There were a couple missing or it would 
have probabl ybeen five to three and 
one-half, 

P, Well, let’s go back so it is clearly 
understood. We must go forward on 
that. I think you had getter go over 
and get in touch with Dick. And say 
Dick you keep it at your level. 

P. My guess is that he is going to be 
in the end, and I would say, “this is the 
position, Dick, you should take on this.” 
Tell him I took that position with Baker. 
Baker is a smoothy—impressive—The 
President didn’t say this or that — they 
recommended it and the President has 
approved it. Right? Is that what you 
would say? 

D. Yes sir, I think that is absolutely 
on all fours. And how about our deal- 
ings with Baker? Under normal Con- 
gressional relations, viz-a-viz Timmons 
and Baker, should we have Timmons 
dealing? 

Objected to... something 


P, Well, he objected to [inaudible] 
something that is a curious thing on 
that [inaudible] made a ve big \gaff 
calling him and urging and trying to 
influence who would be on his staff. 
[expletive omitted] I don’t know why 
he did that, if he did. But if he did, I 
don’t know why Baker would resent it. 
But, nevertheless, I don’t know how to 
deal with him, frankly. 

H. Why don’t you ask [inaudible] to 
see him. 

P. I gathered the impression that 
Baker didn’t want to talk with anyone 
but Kleindienst. D, Well, O.K., I think 
that is one we will just have to monitor 


and that is one we will have to know . 


b 


an awful lot about along the road. 

P. Well let Timmons tell Baker that 
if he wants to talks with anybody at 
the White House, if he says he doesn’t 
want to talk to Haldeman, doesn’t want 
to talk to Ehrlichman, that you, Dean, 
are available. But nobody else. How 
does that sound to you? D. I think that 
sounds good. 

P. You tell Simmons that he sees him 
privately, and tells him that’s it, We 
are not pressing him. We don’t care, 
because Baker . . . D, I would suspect 
if we are going to get any insight to 
what that committee is going to do, :t 
is going to be through Gurney. I don’t 
know about Weicker, where he is going 
to fall out on this thing. 

P. Weicker, I thmk the line to 
Weicker is through Gray. Gray has to 
shape up here and handle himself well 
too. Do you think he will? 

D. I do. I think Pat has had it tough. 
He goes up this morning as you know. 
He is ready. He is very comfortable in 
all of the decisions he has made, and 
I think he will be good. 


P. But he is close to Weicker - that. 


is what I meant. D. Yes, he is. 

P. And so, Gray ... D. Has a lead in 
there—yes. 

P. One amusing thing about the Gray 
thing, and I knew this would come. 
They say Gray is a political crony and a 
personal crony of the President's. Did 
you know that I have never seen him 
socially? 

D. Is tha tcorrect? No, I didn’t. 

P. I think he has been to a couple 
White House events, but I have never 
seen him separately. 

D. The press has got him meeting you 
at a social function. And, back in 1947, 
[inaudible] is something I have read. 

P. Maybe at a Radford party or some- 
thing like that. That’s all. I don’t know. 
But Gray is somebody that I know only 
—He was Radford’s Assistant, used to 
attend N.S.C. meetings. He has never 
been a social friend. Edgar Hoover, on 
the other hand, I have seen socially at 
least a hundred times. He and I were 
very close friends. 

D. This is curious the way the press—~ 

P. [expletive deleted|—Hoover was 
my crony. He was closer to me than 
Johnson, actually although Johnson used 
him more. But‘ as for Pat Gray, [exple- 
tive deleted] I never saw him. 

D. While it might have been a lot of 
blue chips to the late director, I think 
we would have been a lot better off dur- 
ing this whole Watergate thing if he had 
been alive. Because he knew how io 
handle that bureau—knew how to keep 
them m bounds. 


‘A File on Everybody’ 


P. Well, Hoover performed. He would 
have fought. That was the point. He 
would have defied a few people. He 
would have scared them to death. He 
has a file on everybody 

P. But now at the present time, the 
bureau is leaking like a sieve to Baker, 
[maudible}. It isn’t coming from Henry 
Petersen is it? 

D. No. I would just not believe that. 

P. It isn’t. coming from that [unimiel- 
hguble.] 

D. No. Well, they are getting the raw 
data. They are getting what they call 


the 302 forms. Actually, the summaries 
of the interviews. 

P, If you could handle it that way, I 
think that is the best thing to do Do 
you ever wonder really if Colson [char- 
acterization deleted] should bring a suit. 
For example, I notice that Colson has a 
lot of vulnierabilities. You know, .in 
terms of people that he knew, et cetera, 
et cetera. But I mean on a narrow 
issue— 

D. Well, Chuck and I talked about 
this. He could possibly win a suit, but 
lose the war, for this reason: A counter- 
discovery in a libel action has no 
bounds. P I get it. O.K. D. That’s the 
problem there P. That’ the District 
Court [inaudible]. D. Federal Court. 
They could just come in and depose 
him on everything he has done at this 
point in time. P. Keep him out of it. 
Keep him out of it. D. That’s right. P. 
What—Why doesn’t Stans be the 
sue-er? 

D. He’s got a good one, and he may 
well prevail. It may well be the decisive 
settlement of all these other suits we’ve 
got out there. You know, we have $14- 
million suits agamst us, and we have 
seven or ten against them (expletive 
deleted). They ought to all get together 
and drop them. D. That 1s what we are 
trying to get accomplished. P. Hell, yes! 
D. It is just causing everybody prob- 
lems. P. That is right—they've got prob- 
lems, and we've got problems. 

P. You see this Vesco thing coming 
up burns my tail. I raised hell with 
Haldeman on this and he didn’t do 
anything about. I guess he couldn't. 
What (expletive omitted) became of our 
investigation of their financial activi- 
ties? (Expletive omitted). They can- 
celled debts, they borrowed money. 
What the hell is that? 


‘McGovern’s Stuff’ 


D. It is still going on, Mr. President. 
McGovern’s stuff is in such bad shape. 
That is another unfortunate thing. The 
G A.O. comes into audit us. They find 
all the documents, so they are able to 
make —- P, Just like two year old state 
tax D. They have now, but it gets about 
that much coverage in the paper. They 
can’t even figure out what McGovern’s 
done, the books are such a mess, but 
you haven’t seen them say anything yet. 
And that is one of the things that hope- 
fully we will bring out in hearings, as 
to what a mess this was, et cetera. 

P. How are you going to bring it out? 

You can’t bring it out in these hearings. 
D. Well, I think I would rather do it 
independently, so that the media types 
will bring it out. Chuck 1s going to be 
of aid when he is out there not con- 
nected with the White House, coming 
through with bits of tidbits. Chuck will 
still have his channels to flip things out. 
P. Sure! Sure! In my view — of ‘purse 
it is hard to believe since he loves the 
action and the rest — but apart from 
the financial — for the country’s aid, 
etc. — I don’t care what you think: 
Colson can be more valuable out than 
in, because, basically in, he has reached 
the point that he was too visible. 

D. A lightning rod. 

P, And outside he can start this and 

say that I am a private citizen and I 
can say what I [expletive omitted] 


please. D. Right. I think Chuck can be of 
great aid in this thing, and I think he 
will do it 

P. Now, as to the other thing. Just to 
recap. You will talk to Timmons about 
Baker, and get that tied down if you 
can. I doubt if much can be done there. 
Then when you talk to Kleindienst, he 
should know that it has been decided, 
and that’s it, Well, he will say they 
won’t take me. Then say “why not?” 
We shall see. Going on to the inter- 
rogatory thing — we shall see — your 
view would not to give any further 
ground on that? 

D. I would say hope not. You initially 
hold the line as far as you can go. If 
it becomes necessary for informational 
purposes, the President is not going to 
hide any information. He has just given 
a sworn statement through an mterroga- 
tory~—send your questions down, they 
will be answered. We won't hide the 
information—we won’t diminish the 
ability of the President to operate in- 
ternally and the like because we have 
a political circus going 

P. OK. I understand that Mollenhoff 
still thinks everybody should go up and 
testify. D. Yeah. 

P. At least you had a talk with him. 
I do want you to look at the case, 
though, D. Yes Sir, 

P. If the guy’s got a bad rap, this 
man. [expletive omitted] we will get 
him out of it? D. I am doing that I 
talked with Clark yesterday. I talked 
with him last night again. He is on this 
a shot and heavy as can be and— 

P. Does he think he’s got a bad rap? 

D. He does—he thinks he’s got a bad 
rap. I know Rule hasn’t a bad rap. When 
a bureaucrat takes it upon himself to go 
out, and go way beyond the pale in 
terms of attacking and Administration, 
that can’t be tolerated, Suppose a Con-, 
gressman or a Senator or one of his Ad-- 
ministrative Assistants went out and at- 
tacked one of his contributors. What 
would he do? Fire him! That’s right. 

P. I noticed where several of our 
Congressmen and Republican Senators 
called upon us to reinstate Rule. Con- 
gress is, of course, on its [inaudible] And 
yet they are so enormously frustrated 
that they are exhausted. Isn’t that the 
point? D. I think there is a lot of that. 

P. It is too bad. We can take very 
little comfort from it because we have 
to work with them. But they become ir- 
revelant because they are so damned ir- 
responsible, as much as we would like 
to say otherwise. 

D, Yes, sir. I spent some years on the 
Hull myself and one of the things I 
always noticed was the inability of the 
Congress to deal effectively with the 
executive branch because they have 
ever provided themselves with 
adequate staffs, had adequate informa- 
tion available— 

P. Well now they have huge staffs 
compared to what we had. 

D Wel they have huge staffs, true, 
as Opposed to what they had years ago. 
But they are still inadequate to deal 
effectively— : 

P. [Expletive deleted] Don’t try to 
help them out! . 

D. I am not Suggesting any reserve 
money for them. I ought to to keep my 
observations to myself. I think this is 
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going to be very different It will be 
hot, I think they are going to be tough. 
I think they are going to be gory in 
some regards, but I am also absolutely 
convinced that if everyone pulls their 
own oar 1n this thing, in all those we've 
got with various concerns, we can 
make it through these things and mir- 
mal people will be hurt. And they 
may even paint themselves as being 
such partisans and off base, that they 
are really damaging to the institutions 
of the Government themselves. 

P. I frankly say that I would rather 
they would be partisan—rather than 
for them to have a facade of fairness 
and all the rest. Ervin always talks 
about his being a great Constitutional 
lawyer. [expletive deleted] He’s got 
Baker totally toppled over to him. Ervin 
works harder than most of our South- 
ern gentlemen. They are great poli- 
ticlans. They are just more clever than 
the minority. Just more clever! 

D. I am convinced that he has shown 
that he is merely a puppet for Kennedy 
in this whole thing. The fine hand of 
the Kennedys is behind this whole 
hearing There is no doubt about it. 
When they considered the resolution on 
the floor f the Senate I got the record 
out to read it. Who asked special per- 
mission to have their staff man on the 
floor? Kennery brings this man Flug 
out on the floor when they are debat- 
ing a resolution. He is the only one who 
did this. It has been Kennedy’s push 
quietly, his constant investigation. His 
committee did he [unintelligible] sub- 
poenas to get at Kalmbach and all these 
people. P. Uh, huh. 


‘A Kennedy Choice’ 


D. He has kept this quiet and con- 
stant pressure on this thing. I think 
this fellow Sam Dash, who has been 
selected counsel, is a Kennedy choice. 
I think this is also something we will 
be able to quietly and slowly document 
Leak this to the press, and the parts 
and cast become much more apparent. 

P. Yes, I guess the Kennedy crowd is 
just laymg in the bushes waiting to 
make thier move. I had forgotten, by 
the way, we talk about Johnson using 
the F.BI Did your friends tell you what 
Bobby did? D. I haven’t heard but I 
wouldn’t be— 

P. Johnson believed Bobby bugged 
him, D. That wouldn’t surprise me. 

P. Bobby was a ruthless [character- 
ization omitted] But the FBI. does 
blatantly tell you that—or Sullivan told 
you about the New Jersey thing. He 
did use a bug up there for intelligence 
work, [maudible] D. [audible] Intel- 
ligence workers had agents all over the 

roperty. 

P. The doctors say that the poor old 
gent had a tumor. The F.B.I, said he 
had one. 

D. He had Abe Fortras and Deke De- 
Loache backed up by some other people 
in the bureau and try to talk this 
doctor into examining this guy to say 
the man had a brain tumor. He was very 
[unintelligible] ill, shghtly eratic, but 
eager. This doctor wouldn’t buy it. 

P. The doctor had never exammed 
him before or anything. D No. 

P. They were trying to set’it up 
though, huh? What other kind of 


activities? 

D Well, as I say, I haven’t probed 
Sulhvan to the depths on this thing 
because I want to treat him at arm’s 
length until he is safe, because he has 
a world of information that may be 
available. 

P. But he says that what happened 
on the bugging thing. Who told what 
to whom again? 

D. On the ’68 thing—I was trying to 
track down the leaks. He said that the 
only place he could figure it coming 
from would be one of a couple of 
sources he was aware of that had been 
somewhat discovered publicly, He said 
that Hoover had told Patrick Coyne 
about the fact that this was done. 
Coyne had told Rockefeller—now Rocke- 
feller had told Kissinger. I have never 
run it any step beyond what Mr Sulli- 
van said there. The other thing is that 
when the records were unavailable for 
Mr. Hoover all these logs, etc. Hoover 
tried to reconstruct them by going to 
the Washington Field Office and he 
made a pretty good stir about what he 
was doing when he was. trying to get 
the record and reconstruct it, He said 
that at that time we probably hit the 
grapevine in the bureau that this had 
occurred, But there is no evidence of 
it. The records show at the Depart- 
ment of Justices and the F.B.I. that no 
such surveillance was ever conducted. 

P. Shocking to me! 


Falked About Mark Felt 


D. What the White House had from 
reporters in Life. The other person who 
knows and is aware of it is Mark Felt, 
and we have talked about Mark Felt 
before 

P. Let’s face it. Suppose Felt comes 
out now and unwraps. What does it 
do to him? D, He can’t do it. 

P, How about [unintelligible]? Who is 
going to hire him? Let’s faceit—the guy 
who goes out—he couldn’t do it unless 
he had a guarantee from somebody like 
Time Magazine who would say look we 
will give you a job for hfe. Then what 
do they do? He would go to a job at 
Life, and everyone would treat him 
like a pariah. He is in a very dangerous 
Situation These guys you know—the 
informers. Look what it did to Cham- 
bers. Chambers informed because he 
didn’t give [expletive deleted]. But then 
one of the most brillant writers ac- 
cording to Jim Shepley we have ever 
seen in this country—and I am not 
referrmg to the Communist 1ssue— 
greatest writer of his time,—about 30 
years ago, probably Time’s best writer 
of the century—they finshed him. 
Either way, the informer is not one in 
Our society, Either way, that is the 
one thing people can’t survive, They 
Say no civilized [characterization de- 
leted] informs. Hoover to Coyne to 
Nelson Rockefeller to Kissinger. Right? 

D That's right P. Why did Coyne tell 
it to Nelson Rockefeller? I have known 
Coyne for years, I haven’t known him 
well, but he was a great friend of one 
of my administrative assistants, Bob 
King, who used to be a bureau head. 
D. Now this is Sullivan's story I have 
no reason to know whether it is true, 
but I don’t have any reason to doubt 
that it is true P. Hoover told me, and 


he also told Mitcher personally that 
this had happened. 

D. I was talking the ’68 incident that 
occurred. I wasn’t referring to that now. 
When this Coyne, etc, this was the 
fact that newsmen—excuse me I 
thought you were making reference to 
the fact that three years ago the White 
House had allegedly—P. Oh, sure, sure. 
That 1s not the same one. 

D. On the ’68 incident all I have been 
able to find out 1s what you told me 
that Hoover had told you, what he had 
told iMtchell P. Yeah. Mitchell cor- 
roborates that, doesn’t he? D Kevin 
Phillips called Pat Buchanan the other 
day with a tidbit that Dick Whelan on 
the NSC _ staff has seen memoranda 
between the NS.C and the FB.I. that 
the FBI. had been instructed to put 
surveillance on Anna Chennault, the 
South Vietnamese Embassy and the Ag- 
new plane. This note also said that Deke 
DeLoach was the operative F.B.I officer 
on this. 

P. The Agnew plane? I think De- 
Loach’s memory now is very very hazy., 
He doesn’t remember anything D. I 
talked to Mitchell about this and he has 
talked to DeLoach. DeLoach has in his 
possession, and he has let Mitchell re- 
view them, some of the files on this. 
P. But not— D But they don’t go very 
far; this is DeLoach protecting his own 
hide. P. It is just as well because we 
can’t do anything with it. So Hoover 
told Coyne, who told Rockefeller, that 
newsmen were being bugged. 


‘I Haven’t the Foggiest’ 


D. That tickles you. That 1s right. P. 
Why do you suppose they did that? D. 
I haven’t the foggiest idea. It is a Sulli- 
van story as to where the leak might 
have come from about the current Time 
magazine story, which we are stone- 
walling totally here. P. Oh, absolutely. 

(Material not related to Presidential 
action deleted.) ; 

P. Well, is this the year you are going 
to try to get out the ’68 story? D. Well, 
I think the threat of the ’68 story when 
Scott and others were arguing that the 
committee up on the Hill broadened its 
mandate to include other elections. They 
were hinting around at something in 
1968 and 1964 that should be looked at. 
P Yeah, Goldwater claims he was 
bugged D That’s right. Now I think 
that threats—P. Didn’t you say that 
Johnson did bug Goldwater? D, Well, 
I don’t know if he bugged him. 

P. He did intelligence work? D. He 
did intelligence up one side and down 
the other— 

P. From the F.B.I. 

D. Just up one side and down the 
other on Goldwater. I haven’t had a 
chance to talk to the Senator, and I 
have known the Senator for 20 years. 
H is the first man in public life I ever 
met. Barry Jr and I were roommates in 
school together, so I can talk to the 
man So I am really going to sit down 
with him one day and see what really 
happened. : 

P. Does he have any hard evidence? 
D. Then we can go from there and... 

P. Right D. Get some stuff, written, 
etc, I dothmk you have to remember, 
as I am sure you realize, this is mainly 
a public relations thing anyway. 


] 


P. What 1s the situation anyway with 
regard to the situation of the sentenc- 
ing of the seven? When in hell is that 
going to occur? D. That is likely to oc- 
cur, I would say, as early as late this 
week, but more likely sometime next 
week, 

. P. Why has it been delayed so long? 

D. Well, they have been 1n the proc- 
ess of preparing a pre-sentence report. 
The judge sends out probation officers 
to find out everybody who knew these 
people, and then he will .., 


‘Trying to Work on Them’? 


P. He 1s trying to work on them to see 
who will break them down? 

D. Well, there is some of that, They 
are using the probation officer for more. 
than the normal probation report. They 
are trying to do a mmni-investigation by, 
the judge himself which is his only m- 
vestigative tool heer so they are virtu;, 
ally completed now. The U.S, Attorneys 
handles these, the Assistant U.S. At» 
torneys. 

P, You know when they talk about a 
35 year sentence, here is something to, 
think about. There wee no weapons! 
Right? There were no injuries! Right? 
Why does that sort of thing happen? H. 
is just ridiculous! [Characterization de- 
leted.] Are they in jail? 

D. Well, all but one, Hunt made the 
bond—everybody else is in jail. They 
have a $100,000 surety bond which 
means that they have to put actual col- 
lateral, and none of these people have 
a $100,000. The Court of Appeals has 
been sitting for two weeks or better 
now on a review of the bond issue and 
letting people out for charity cases, 

[Material unrelated to Presidential ac- 
tion deleted J , 

P. You still think Sullivan is basically 
reliable? D. I have nothing to judge that 
on except that I have watched him for 
a number of years. I watched him when 
he was-working with Tom Huston on 
domestic intelligence, and his desire tp 
do the right thing. I tried to stay in’ 
touch with Bill, and find out what his 
moods are. Bill was forced on the out 
side for a long time. He didn’t become 
bitter. He sat back and waited until 
he could come back in. He didn’t try to 
force or blackmail his way around with 
knowledge he had. So I have no signs’ 
of anything but a reliable man who 
thinks a great deal of this Administra- 
tion and of you. " 


[Material unrelated to Presidential ac-. 
tion deleted.] 

D. I have got to say one thing. There 
has never been a leak out of my office. 
There never will be a leak out of my 
office. I wouldn’t begin to know how 
to leak and I don’t want to learn how 
you leak. 


Bay of Pigs Leak 


P. Well, 1t was a shocking thing. I 
was reading a book last night. A fas- 
cinating book, although fun book, by 
Malcolm Smith Jr. on Kennedy’s Thir- 
teen Mistakes, the great mistakes. And 
one of them was on the Bay of Pigs. 
And what happened, there was Chester 
Bowles had learned about it, and he 
deliberately leaked it Deliberately, be- 
cause he wanted the operation wv fail! 


And he admitted it! Admitted it! D. In- 
teresting. Interesting 

P. This happens all the time. Well, 
you can follow these characters to their 
Gethsemane. I feel for those poor guys 
in jail, particularly for Hunt with his 
wife dead. D. Well, there is every indi- 
cation they are hanging in tough right 
now. ; 

P. What the hell do they expect 
though? Do they expect clemency in 3 
reasonable time? What would you ad- 
vise on that D. I think it is one of those, 
things we will have to watch very 
closely. For example,— aa 

P You couldn’t do it, say, in six 
months. D. No, you couldn’t This thing 
may become so political as a result of 
these hearings that it is a vendetta. 
This judge may go off the deep end m 
sentencing, and make it so absurd that 
its clearly injustice that they have been 
heavily— 

P Is there any kind of appeal left D. 
Right. Liddy and McCord, who sat 
through the trial, will both be on appeal 
and there is no telling how long that 
will last. It ig one of these things we 
will just have to watch. 

P. My view though is to say nothing 
about them on the ground that the 
matter is still in the courts and on 
appeal, Second, my view is to say 
nothing about the hearings at this point, 
except that I trust they will be con- 
ducted the proper way and I will not 
comment on the hearmgs while they are 
in process. Of course if they break 
through—if they get muckraking—It is 
best not to cultivate that thing here at 
the White House. If it is done at the 
White House again they are going to 
drop the [adjective deleted] thing. Now 
there, of course, you say, but you leave 
it all to them. We'll seé as time goés 
on. Maybe we will have to change our 
policy. But the President should not be; 
come involved in any part of this casé; 
Do you agree with that? 

D. I agree totally, sir. Absolutely. 
That doesn’t mean that quietly we are 
not going to be working around thé 
office. You can rest assured that we 
are not going to be sitting quietly. 


Republicans Were Disturbed - 


P. I don’t know what we can do. The 
people who are most disturbed about 
this [unintelligible] are the [adjective 
deleted] Republicans. A lot of these 
Congressmen, financial contributors, et 
cetera, are highly moral. The Demo- 
crats are just sort of saying, “[expletive 
deleted) fun and games!” 

D Well, hopefully we can give them 
Segretti. 

P. [Expletive deleted] He was such a 
dumb figure, I don’t see how our boys 
could have gone for him. But neverthe- 
less, they did. It was really juvenile! 
But, nevertheless, what the hell did he 
do? What in the [characterization de- 
leted] did he do? Shouldn’t we be try- 
ing to get intelligence? Weren't they 
trying to get intelligence from us? 

D. Absolutely! 

P. Don’t you try to disrupt their 
meetings? Didn’t they try to disrupt 
ours? [expletive deleted] They threw 
rocks, ran demonstrations, shouted, cut 
the sound system, and let the tear gas 


in af night. What the hell is that all 
about? Did we do that? 

D. McGovern had Dick Tuck on his 
payroll, and Dick Tuck was down ia 
Texas when you were down -at the 
Connally ranch and set up to do a 
prank down there. But it never came 
off. 

-P. What did Segretti do that came 
off? 

D. He did some humorous things. For 
example, there would be a fund-raising 
dinner, and he hired Wayne the Wizard 
to fly in from the Virgin Islands to 
perform a magic show. He sent invita- 
tions to all the black diplomats and 
sent limousines out to have them picked 
‘up, arid they all showed up and they 
hadn’t beem invited. He had 400 pizzas 
sent t6 another— 

*P. Sure! What the hell! Pranks! Tuck 
did all those things in 1960, and all the 
Test. D, I think we can keep the Segret- 
ti stuff in perspective because it is not 
that bad. Chapin’s involvement is not 
that deep. He was the catalyst, and 
that is about the extent of it. 

P. Sure, he knew him’ and recom- 
mended him.'D. That’s right. 

P. But he didn’t run him, He was too 
busy with us, D. The one I think they 
are going to go after with a vengeance 
-~and I plan to spend a great deal of 
time with next week, as a matter of 
fact a couple of days getting this all 
in ‘order-—is Herb Kalmbach. 

P. Yes. D.-Herb — they have sub- 
poenaed his records, and he has rec- 
ords-that run all over hell’s acres on 
things. You know Herb has been a 
man’ avho has been moving ‘ things 
around for Maury and keeping things 
in tow and taking care of—P. What is 
holding up his records? 

D. They already have gotten to the 
banks that had them, and what I think 
we will do is that there will be a logi- 
cal, natural explanation for every single 
transaction. It is just a lot of minutia 
we've: got to go through, but he is 
coming in next week and I told him we 
would: sit down ‘and he is preparing 
everything——all that is available, and 
we are going to sit down with Frank 
DeMarco.and see if we can’t get this 
whole ‘thing— 

P. They can’t get his records with 
regard to his private transactions? 
D. No, none of the private transactions. 
Absolutely, that is privileged material. 
Anything to do with San Clemente and 
the like—-that is just so far out of 
bounds — ‘P, Did they ask for them? 
D. No. No indication. P. Kalmbach is a 
decent fellow. He will make a good 
witness. D, I think he will. P. He is 
Smart. 


‘Herb Is Tough Now’ 


D. He has been tough thus far. He 
can take it.’ His skin is thick now. Sure, 
it bothered him when all this press was 
being played up, L. A. Times were run- 
ning storiés on him all the time and the 
like. Local stations have been making 
him more-of a personality and: his part- 
ners have been nipping at Him, but Herb 
is tough now. He is ready and he is go- 
ing to go through. He is hunkered down 
and he is ready to handle it, so I am 
not worried about Herb at all. 
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P. Oh, well, it will be hard for him. 
I suppose the big thing is the financ- 
Ing transaction that they will go after 
him for. How does the money get to 
the Bank of Mexico, etc. D, Oh, well, 
all that can be explained. P. It can? 
D. Yes, indeed! Yes, sirt They are go- 
‘Ing to be disappointed with a lot of 
the answers they get. When they actu- 
ally get the facts—because the Times 
and the Post had such innuendo—when 
they get the facts, they are going to be 
‘disappointed. 

P. The one point that you ought to 
‘Bet to Baker. I tried to get it through 
his thick skull. His skull is not thick 
but tell Kliendienst in talking to 
‘Baker-and Herb should emphasize that 
the way to have a successful hearing 
and a fair one is to run it like a court: 
no hearsay, no innuendo! Now you 
‘know-—D. That's a hell of a good point. 

P. (expletive deleted) Well, they 
‘are not going to but tell them that is 
the way Nixon ran the Hiss case. As 
a matter of fact some innuendo came 
‘out, but there was( adjective deleted) 
little hearsay. We really just got the 
facts, and tore them to pieces. Say “no 
hearsay” and “no innuendo.” Ervin 
should sitl ike a court there: that is 
hearsay, and the counsel for our peo- 
ple should get up and say, “I object to 
‘that, Mr. Chairman,” on the basis that 
it is hearsay. 

D. That is a heck of an idea, Mr. 
President, Some of these eary articles 
said—will Sam Ervin, constitutional 
man, be a judge? Will he admit hear-, 
say? We can try to get some think 
pieces out to try to-get a little pressure 
on him to.perform that way, to make it 
Jook like partisan when he doesn’t, 

P, The point that Kleindienst get out: 


no hearsay, no innuendo! Ther will be- 


no hearsay, no inuendo. This will be a 
mode of a Congressional hearing, That 
will disappoint the [adjective deleted] 
press. No hearsay! No innuendo! Na 
leaks! : F 

D. Well, there are a lot of precedents, 
I have been involved in two Congres- 
sional investigations, One was the Adam, 
Clayton Powell investigation when I 
was working over there as the Minority 
Counsel of the House Judiciary. We 
didn’t take hearsay. We stuck to the 
facts on that. We did an investigation 
of the Oklahoma judges. Again, the 
same sort of thing. We went into exec- 
utive session when necessary. I bet if 
we look around, respectable investiga- 
tions that have been held up there that 
could be held up, and some of it should 
be coming forth to set the stage for 
these hearings. I am planning a number 
of brain sessions with some of the 
media people to—~ 


‘Problems of Democrats 


P. I know. It is very important, but 
it seems like a terrible waste of your 
time. ‘But it is important in the sense 
that all this business is a battle and 
they are going to wage the battle. A 
lot of them have enormous frustrations 
about those elections, state of their 
party, etc. And their party has its prob- 
lems. We think we have had problems, 
look at some of theirs. Strauss has bad 
people and all the actors, and they 


haven't done that well you know. 
D. Well I was—we¢ have come a long 
road on this thing tow. I had thought 
it was an impossible task to hold to- 
gether until after the election until 
things started falling out, but we have 
made it this far and I am convinced 
we are going to make it the whole road 
and put this thing in the funny pages 
of the history books rather than any- 

thing serious because actually— 


P, It will be somewhat serious but 
the main thing, of course, is also the 
isolation of the President, D. Abso- 
lutely! Totally true! 

P. Because that, fortunately, is totally 
true. D, I know that, sir! P. [expletive 
deleted] Of course, I am not dumb and 
I will never forget when I heard about 
this [adjective deleted] forced entry and 
bugging, I thought, what in the hell is 
this? What is the matter with these 
people? Are they crazy? I thought they 
were nuts! A prank! But it wasn’t! It 
wasn’t very funny. I think that our 
Democratic friends know that, too, They 
know what the hell it was. They don’t 
think we'd be involved in such, 

D. I think they do too. 

P. Maybe they don’t. They don’t think 
I would be involved in such stuff. They 
think I have jeojle capable of it. And 
they are correct, in that Colson would 
do anything. Well, O.K.—Have a little 
fun. And now I will not talk to you 
again until you have something to re- 
port to me. D. Alright, sir. 

P. But I think it is very important 
that you have these talks with our good 
friend Kleindienst. D. That will be done. 

P, Tell him we have to get these 
things worked out. We have to work 
together on this thing. I would build him 
up. He is the man who can make the 
difference. Also point out to him what 
we have, [Expletive deleted} Colson’s 
got [characterization deleted], but I 
really, really — this stuff here — let's 
forget this. But let’s remember this was 
not done by the White House. This was 
done by the Committee to Re-Elect, and 
Mitchell was the chairman, correct? D, 
That’s correct! 


Kleindienst Owes Mitchell 

P. And Kleindienst owes Mitchell 
everything. Mitchell wanted him for 
Attorney General. Wanted him for Dep- 
uty, and here his is. Now, [expletive 
deleted]. Baker’s got to realize this, and 
that if he allows this thing to get out 
of hand he is going to potentially ruin 
John Mitchell. He won't. Mitchell won't 
allow himself to be ruined. He will put 
on his big stone face. But I hope he 
does and he will. There is no ques- 
tion what they are after. What the 
committee is after is somebody at the 
White House. They would like to get 
Haldeman or Colson, Ehrlichman. D. Or 
possible Dean. — You know, I am a 
small fish, 

P. Ahybody at the White House they 
would — but in your case I think they 
realize you are the lawyer and they 
know you didn’t have a [adjective dele- 
ted] thing to do with the campaign. 
D. That's right. 

P. That’s what I think. Well, we'll see 
you. D. Alright, sir. — Good-by. 


Mareh 13, 1973 
(12:42-2 PM.) 


The President and Dean, 
Oval Office 


H. Say, did you raise the question 
with the President on Colson as a con- 
sultant? D. No, I didn’t. H. Was that 
somebody else? 

D. The thought was as a consultant, 
without doing any consulting, he wants. 
it for continued protection on—H. 
Solely for the purpose of executive 
privilege protection, I take it, 

D. It is one of those things that is 
kept down in the personnel office, and 
nothing is done on it. 

P. What happens to Chapin? D. Well, 
Chapin doesn’t have quite the same 
problem in appearing as Colson will. 
H. Yeah—you have the same problems 
of Chapin appearing as Colson. 

P. Well, can’t—that would be such an 
obvious fraud to have both of them as 
consultants, that that won’t work, I 
think he is right. You would have to 
leave Chapin. 

H. Well, you can’t make Chapin a 
Conant, because we have already 
said he is not. D. Yeah. H. Because we 
wanted the separation. The question is, 
are you then, as of now, the way they 
have interpreted executive privilege, is 
that you are not going to let Chapin 
testify. 

P, Anybody. H. Because it applies to 
executive privilege by the former people 
in relation to matters while they were 
here, 

D. And the problem area is... 
H. And that same thing would apply to 
Colson, 

D. Well, yes, if Chuck were truly 
going to be doing nothing from this 
day on. H. That’s alright. He is con- 
cerned with what he is doing. Colson 
is concerned with what he is doing 
from now on, and he would apply the 
consulting tactic if he were called with 
regard to action taken now... D. 
That’s right. H. That relate to the Water- 
gate action, 

D. The problem is, I think, he will be 
out stirring up counter-news attacks a 
things of this nature. P. [expletive de- 
leted] Is he supposed to do that and’ 
be consulting with the President on it? 

D. No, no. But he is consulting. It 
is a wide open consultantship. It doesn’t 
mean he would be consulting with you. 
H. Yeah. Your idea was just to put 
this in the drawer, in case. 

D. Put it in the drawer, and then 
decide it. H. It would be a consultant 
without pay. 

D. I wouldn’t even tell Chuck this. 
Just tell Chuck there is something in 
the drawer. H. There is no reason to 
tell Chuck is there? Why... 

P. I would tell Chuck. Tell him he 
is not to say anything, frankly, H. The 
point would be to date it back on Sat- 
urday, so it is that day. D. Continuous. 


Consultant Fee Stopped 


{. His consultant fee stopped for the | 
present time, but he is still available 
for purposes of consulting on various 
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roblems and the like. D. Right. 

P. Unpaid consultants? D. Yes 

H. We have some of those. D. Good 
ones. 

P. Well, what are the latest develop- 
ments Bob should get something on? 
D. Yeahy ; 

P. Before we get into that I was 
wondering about that jackassery about 
some kid who [unintelligible] — which 
of course is perfectly proper course of 


action if 1t works. I would expect we- 


were heavily infiltrated that way too. 
D. The only problem there Mr. Presi- 
dent is that... 

P. Did he get paid? D, He was paid. 

P. By check? D. He was paid by 
personal check of another person over 
there who, in turn, was taking it out 
of expense money. The ultimate source 
of the money — and this is ticklish — 
is that it is pre-April 7th money, and 
there could be some potential embarrass- 
ment for Ken Reitz along the way. P. 
Oh! 

D. So he is. But I think it is a con- 
fined situation. Obviously it is some- 
thing that will come up in the Ervin 
Committee, but it is not another new 
Liddy-Hunt operation, P. It is just a 
(adjective deleted) thing. D. Oh, it is. 
P, What happened to the kid? Did he 
just decide to be a hero? 


D. That’s right. He probably chatted 
about it around school, and the word 
got out, and he got confronted it and 
he knew he had chatted about it, so 
there he was. It’s absurd, it really is. 
He didn’t do anything illegal. 

P. Iilegal? Of course, not! Appar- 
ently you haven’t been able to do any- 
thing on my project of getting on the 
offensive? D. But I have sir, to the 
contrary! P, Based on Sullivan, have 
you kicked a few butts around? 

D. I have all of the information that 
we have collected. There is some there, 
and I have turned it over to Baroody. 
Baroody is having a speech drafted for 
Barry Goldwater. And there is enough 
material there to make a rather sensa- 
tional speech just by: Why in the hell 
isn’t somebody looking into what hap- 
pened to President Nixon during his 
campaign? Look at these events! How 
do you explain these? Where are the 
answers to these questions? But, there 
is nothing but threads. I pulled all the 
information ... 

P. Also, the Senator should then pre- 
sent it to the Ervin Committee and de- 
mand that that be included. He is a 
Senator, a Senator. D. What I am work- 
ing on there for Barry is a letter to 
Senator Ervin that this has come to 


my attention, and why shouldn’t this be} 


a part of the inquiry? And he can 
spring out 1964 and quickly to 772. 
We've got a pretty good speech there, 
if we can get out our materials. P. 
Good! D. So it’s in the mill. 


It Is All Hanky-Panky 


H. We have finally started something 
P (expletive deleted). Why haven’t we 
had anyone involved in it before? Just 
didn’t have enough stuff? For example, 
investigations were supposed to have 
been taken for the 34 (unintelligtble) 
contributed to McGovern, And they say 


‘ 


(expletive deleted) it is all hanky-panky, 
and their records are just too bad to 
find out. Is that the problem? H. Won't 
that be an issue? D. That will be an 
issue. There is a crew working that, 
also. P. Do you need any LR.S. stuff? 

D. There is no need at this hour for 
anything from LR.S, , and we have 
a couple of sources over there that I 
can go to. I don’t have to go around with 
Johnnie Walters or anybody, but we can 
get right in and get what we need. I 
have been preparing the answers for 
the briefing book and I just raised this 
with Ron; in my estimation, for what 
it is worth, that probably this week will 
draw more Watergate questions than 
any other week we are likely to see, 
given the Gray hearings, the new reve- 
lations—they are not newl but they 
are now substantiated—about Kalmbach 
and Chapin that have been in the 
press. 

P. To the effect of what phase? 

D. That Chapin directed Kalmbach to 
pay Segretti, the alleged saboteur, 
somewhere betwee $35 and $40,000. 
There is an awful lotof that hot in the 
press now. There is also the question 
of Dean appearing, not appearing— 
Dean’s role, There are more stories in 
The Post this morning that are absolute- 
ly inaccurate about my turning in- 
formation over to the Re-election Com- 
mittee for some woman over there, Mrs. 
Hoback signed an affidavit and gave 
it to Birch Bayh, and said that “I was 
brought into Bob Mardian’s office within 
48 hours after a private interview—had 
with the jury and confronted with it.” 
How did they know that? It came from 
interna] sources over there. That’s how 
they knew it! 

P, From what? D, Internal sources-— 
this girl had told others that she was 
doing this, and they just told, They just 
quickly sent it to the top that she was 
out on her own. ‘i 

P. Did she quit? D. She -did. There 
have been two or three of those. 

H. Why did she do that? Was she 
mad? D, She is a registered Democrat. 

H, Why did we take her in? D, To 
this day, I do not know what she was 
doing, 

P, Who was she working for? D. She 
worked in Stans’s operation. 

P, Why did he have working for 


Problem in Stans’s Office 


D. It wasn’t a good move, In fact 
that was one of our problems—the little 
pocket of women who worked for 
Maury Stans. There is no doubt that 
things would have sailed a lot smoother 
without that pack, Not that they have 
or had anything that was devastating. 

P. Well, now, with regard to the 
question, etc., it would be my opinion 
not to dodge it just because there are 
going to be questions. D. Well you are 
probably going to get more questions 
this week, And the tough questions, And 
some of them don’t have easy answers. 
For example, did Haldeman know that 
there was a Don Segretti out there? 
That question is likely, 

P, Did he? I don’t know. D. Yes, he 
had knowledge that there was some- 
body in the field doing prankster-type 
activities, 


P. Well, I don’t know anything about 
that. What about my taking, basically, 
just trying to fight this thing one at a 
time, I am only going to have to fight it 
later, and it 1s not going to get any 
better. I thmk the thing to say 1s, “This 
Is a matter bemg considered by the 
committee and I am not going to com- 
ment On it.” I don’t want to get into 
the business of taking each charge that 
comes up in the committee and com- 
menting on it: “It 1s being considered by 
the sommittee. It is being investigated 
and I am not going to comment on it.” 


D. That is exactly the way I have 
drafted these.'I have checked them gen- 
erally. 

P. I will just cut them off. I thiyk, 
John, if I star breaking down, you see 
like I have done the Court thing on the 
Watergate stuff, I am not going to com- 
ment on it. I know all these questions. 
Iam no going to comment on it. That is 
a matter for the committee to deter- 
mine. Then, I will repeat the fact that as 
far as the Watergate matter is con- 
cerned, I am not going to comment on 
it, on anything else. Let the committee 
find out. What would you say? You 
don’t agree with that? 

D. Well the botton line, on a draft 
that [unintelligible]. But if you have 
nothing to hide, Mr. President, here at 
at the White House, why aren’t you will- 
ing to spread on the record everything 
you know’ about it? Why doesn’t the 
Dean Report be made public? Why 
doesn’t everyting come out? Why does 
Ziegler stand up there and bob and 
weave, and no comment? That’s the bot- 
tom Ime. 

P. Alright. What do you say to that? 
D. Well, ... 

P. We are furnishing information. We 
will . .. D.-We have cooperated with 
the F.B.I. in the investigation of the 
Watergate, We will cooperate with the 
investigation of, the proper investiga- 
tion by the Senate. 

P. We will make statements. D. And 
indeed we have nothing to hide. 


Have Nothing to Hide 


P. All this information, we have 
nothing to hide. We have to handle it. 
You see, I can’t be in the position of 
basically hunkering down because you 
have a lot of tough questions on Water- 
gate, and not go out and talk on their 
issues because it is not going to get 
better. It is going to get worse. 

D. I would agree, I think it’s cycled 
somewhat. I think after the Gray thing 
takes on one course or the other, there 
will be a dead period of news on Water- 
gate until the Ervin Hearings start again 
This has obviously sparked the news 
again. 

P. Well, let me just run over the 
questions again. If it is asked, what 
about Haldeman, Mr. Segretti, etc., etc. 
that is a matter being considered by the 
Senate committee and & am not going 
to comment on it. D. That is correct. 
That is specifically in their resolution. 

P. I am not gomg to comment on 
domething being investigated by the 
committee. As I have already indicated, 
I am just not going to comment. Do you 
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approve such tactics? Another ques- 
tion—? 

D. Did Mr. Chapin’s departure have 
something to do with his involvement 
with Mr. Segretti? 

P. [inaudible] What about Mr. Dean? 
My position is the same. We have co- 
operated with the Justice Department, 
the F.B.L—completely tried to furnish 
information under our control in this 
matter. We will cooperate with the com- 
mittee under the rules I have laid down 
in my statement on Executive Privilege. 
Now what else? 


D. Well, then you will get a barrage 
of questions probably, on will you sup- 
ply—will Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlich- 
man and Mr. Dean go up to the Commit- 
tee and testify? P. No, absolutely not. 


D. Mr. Colson? P, No, Absolutely not. 
it isn’t a question of not—Ziegler or 
somebody had said that we in our ex- 
executive privilege statement it was in- 
terpreted as meaning that we would not 
furnish information and all that. We 
said we will furnish information, but we 
are not going to be called to testify. That 
is the position. Dean and all the rest 
will grant you information. Won’t you? 
D. Yes. Indeeded I will! 

P. My feeling, John, is that I better 
hit it now rather than just let build up 
where we are afraid of these questions 
and everybody, etc., and let Ziegler go 
out there and bob and weave around. 
I know the easy thing is to bug out, but 
itis not... 

D. You're right. I was afraid. For the 
sake of debate, but I was having reser- 
vations. It is a bullet-biter and you just 
have to do it. These questions are just 
not going to go ‘away. Now the other 
thing that we talked about in the past, 
and I still have the same problem, is 
to have a “here it all is” approach. If 
we do that. ... P. And let is all hang 
out, 


‘Not Going to Believe’ 


D. And let it all hang out: Let’s with 
a Segretti —etc. 

P. We have passed that point. D. Plus 
the fact, they are not going to belicve 
the truth! That is the incredible thing! 

P. They won’t believe the truth, and 
they have committed seven people! D. 
That's right! They will continually try 
to say that there is [unintelligible]. 

P. They hope one will say one day, 
“Haldeman did it,’ and one day, one 
will say I did it. When we get to that 
question—they might question his politi- 
cal savvy, but not mine! Not on a met- 
ter like that! : 

D. I have a thing on Sullivan I would 
like to ask you. Sullivan, as I told you, 
had been talking with me and I said 
Bill I would like for my own use to 
have a list of some of the horribles that 
you are aware of. He hasn’t responded 
back to me, but he sent me a note yes- 
terday saying, John, I am willing at any 
time to testify to what I know if you 
want me to. What he has, as we al- 
ready know, he has something that has 
a certain degree of a dynamite situation 
already—the ’68 Presidency, surveillance 
of Goldwater. 

P. I thought he said he saw that the 
"68 bugging was ordered, but he doesn’t 


know whether it was carried out. 

D. That’s right. P. But at least he 
would say inaudible], 

D. Well, I have never talked with 
Bill about it. I have never gone into 
details, because he has always been 
very close about it, but he is now get- 
ting to the point 1f we wanted him to do 
this, someone—~and It don’t think the 
White House should do it—should sit 
down with him and really take down 
some notes of what he does know, how 
strong it is, what he can substantiate. 

P. Who the hell could do it if you 
don’t? D, Well, probably there is no one. 
P. That is the problem 

D. Now the other thing, if we were 
going to use a package like this: Let's 
Say in the Gray hearings—where every- 
thingiis cast that we are the political 
people and thev are not—that Hoover 
was above reproach, which is just not 
accurate, total [expletive omitted]. the 
person who would destroy Hoover's 
image is going to be this man Bill Sulli- 
van. Also it is going to tarnish quite 
severely , . . 

P. Some of the F.B.I. D. .. . some of 
the F.B.I. And a former President. He is 
going to lay it out, and just all hell is 
going to break loose once he does it. It 
is going to change the atmosphere of the 
Gray hearings and it is going to change 
the atmosphere of the whole Water- 
gate hearings. Now th risk... . 

Most Fagrant Purposes 9 pt@ 

P. How will it change? D. Because it 
will put them in context of where gov- 
ernment institutes were used in the past 
for the most flagrant plitical purposes. 

P. How can that help us? D, How does 
it help us? 

P. I am being the devil’s advocate 
.-.D. L appreciate what you are doing. 
It is a red herring. It is what the public 
already believes, I think the people 
would react: [expletive deleted], more 
of that stuff! They are all had down 
there! Because it is a one-way street 
right now... 

P. Do you think the press would use 
it? They may not play it. D. It would 
difficult not to. Ah, it would be difficult 
not to. 

P. Why is Sullivan willing to do this? 
D. I think the quid pro quo with Sulli- 
van is that he wants someday back in th 
bureau vety badly. 

P. That’s easy. D, That’s right. 

P. Do you think after he did this, 
the bureau would want him back? 
Would they want him back? 

D. I think probably not, What Bill 
Sullivan’s desire in life is, is to set up 
a domestic national security intelligence 
syctem, a White House program. He 
says We are defitient, He says we have 
never been efficient, because Hoover 
lost his guts several years ago. If you 
recall he and Tom Huston worked on it. 
Tom Huston had your instructions to go 
out and do it and the whole thing just 
crumbled. 

P, [inaudible] D, That’s all Sullivan 
really wnts. Even of we could put him 
out studying it for a couple of years, if 
you could put him out in the CIA or 
someplace where he felt — put 
him there... 

P. We will do it. D, I think that is a 
simple answer. Let me just simply raise 
it with him 


P, There is no problem with Sullivan 
He is a valuable man. Now would the 
FBI turn on him [characterization de- 
letec]? 

D. There would be some effort at that. 
That’s right they would say he was dis- 
gruntled, He was canned by Hoover. He 
1s angry, he is coming back. But I would 
think a lot of that would be lost in 
the shuffle of what he is laying out. I 
don’t know if he has given me his best 
yet. I don’t know whether he’s got 
more ammunition than he has already 
told me. I will never never forget a cou- 
ple off-the-cuff remarks. 


Question of Motivation 


P. Why do you think he is now telling 
you this? Why is he doing this now? 

D. Well, the way it came out when 
Time magazine broke on the fact that it 
charged that the White House had di- 
rected that newsmen and White House 
staff people be subjected to some sort 
of surveillance for national security rea- 
sons, I called, in tracking down what 
happened, I called Sullivan and I said, 
‘Don’t you think you ought to come 
over and talk to me about it and tell 
me what you know.” I was calling to 
really determine whether he was a leak. 
I was curious to know where this might 
have come from because he was the 
operative man ta the Bureau at the 
time, He is the one who did it. He cam 
over and he was shocked and distraught 
and [unintelligible]. Then, after going 
through with his own explanation of all 
what had happened, he started volun- 
teering this other thing. He said John thi 
is the only thing I can think of during 
this Administration that has any taint of 
political use but it doesn’t really bother 
me because it was for national security 
purposes, These people worked with sen- 
Sitive material on Vietnam that was 
getting out to reporters. 

P, Of course, the stuff was involved 
with the [xpletive deleted] Vietnam 
war, D. That’s right. Then he told me 
about going to [location and name de- 
leted] and all that, and he said, “John 
that doesn’t bother me, but what does 
bother me is that you all have been 
portrayed as politically using” — 

P. And we never did. D. And we never 
have! And he said the Eisenhower Ad- 
ministration didn’t either, 

P, Never. D. He said the only times 
that he can recall that there has been 
a real political use has been during 
Democratic tenure. I said for example, 
Bill, what are you talking about? Then 
he told me of the Walter Jenkins af- 
fair, when DeLoach and Fortas, etc.— 

P. The Kennedy’s, let me say, used 
it politically in that steel thing, That 
was not national security was it? 

D. I asked somebody about that and 
they told me what happened. They were 
being defensive of Kennedy, and so he 
was saying that Kennedy had given 
Hoover orders and Hoover, being typi- 
cal in his response, tried to get 1t yes- 
terday as far as the answer for the 
President. And that is why sending 
people out in a plane im the middle of 
the night really fell on Hoover. This 
might be rumor over there, who knows? 

P, It is stil wrong! D, Sure. 
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if a steel company or an automobile 
company had raised hell about some- 
thing Ruckelshaus does, and we send 
F.B.I. agents out to arrest? [expletive 
deleted] Does he know about the bug- 
ging in ’68? 

Knowledge of Bugging 


D. Yep! I think he would tell every- 
thing. He knows! P. Do you? D. Uh huh. 
That’s what I am saying he is a bomb! 

P. You think we could get him to do 
this? D. That is the real problem, How 
ti could be done, how it could be struc- 
tured. He sent me this note and I 
called up and said, “Bill, I appreciate 
getting that note very much. 

It takes a lot of guts to send a note 
like that to me.” He said, “it has been a 
pleasure to see a man standing up blow- 
ing up a little smoke up him and the 
like.” He said, “Well, I mean it? I am 
perfectly willing to do anything you 
want. If you want me to go up and 
testify, I will.” I said, “Well how much, 
you have just given me some tidbits in 

our conversation and I would really like 
to again repeat: can you put together 
what you do know; just for your own 
use, put it together on a pad—just your 
own recollections; and also tell me how 
you can substantiate them;—what kind 
of cross-examination you might be sub- 
ject to on it if you did testify.” So he 
is doing that. The question I have hadis, 
how in the world can we program some- 
thing like this? I just have a feeling 
that it would be bad for one Bill Sullivan 
to quietly appear on some Senator’s 
doorstep, and say, “I have the inféfma- 
tion you ought to have.” Well, “Where 
did you get it? “Why are you up hete?” 
“Well the White House sent me.” That 
would be bad! The other thing is,may- 
be this information could be brought to 
the attention of the White House,. and 
the White House could say to Eastland, 
“T think you ought to call an executive 
session and hear his testimony. This is 
quite troublesome, the information that 
has been presented to us. It is so -trou- 
blesome, we can’t hold it here and hope 
to be less comfortable.” ‘ 

P. Why couldn’t we have him, just 
present it to Eastland? Why an executive 
session? That doesn’t serve— D. Well, 
the first approach would be enought of 
the story, not to tarnish the names, but 
it would leak out of there quite obvidus- 
ly, If it doesn’t we could make sure it 
did. Pa 


‘Tiger on Our Side’ 


D. If Sullivan went up to Eastland 
cold, say, or Hruska, I think they would 
say, “Go on down back to the Depart- 
ment o fJustice where you work, and 
let’s not start all this.” P. Suppose, an- 
other thing, Pat Gray knows anyone; or 
Hruska on the committee, who is a tiger 
on our side on the committee—D. Gur- 
ney has been good, He was good on the 
LT.T. committee. He will study, he will 
get prepared. P. Could we go after the 
bureau? I don’t know whether we could 
or not. i 

D. Not quite after the bureau. What 
they are doing is taking the testimony of 
somebody who is going after the bureau. 
P. I know that. I am just thinking. They 
will look down the road and sea what 


. 


P, [expletive deleted] Can you imagine | the result of what they are doing is, 


won't they? I would think so. Would 
they go after Johnson? Let’s look at the 
future. How bad would it hurt the coun- 
try, John, to have the F.B.I. so terribly 
damaged? 3 

D. Do you mind if I take this back 
and kick it around with Dick Moore? 
These other questions, I think it would 
be damaging to the F.B.I., but maybe it 
is time to shake the FBI. and rebuild 
it. I am not so sure the F.B.I. is every- 
thing it is cracked up to be, I am con- 
vinced the F.B.I. isn’t everything the 
public think it is. P.No. .I know qitite 
well zt isn’t. > 

P. If we can get Jerry Wilson- in 
there—what is your feeling at ‘the 
moment about Gray? Can he hang’ in 
there? Should he? ; 

D. They have an executives session 
this afternoon to mvite me to testify. 
P, Sure. ‘ 

D. There is no question, they are 
going to mvite me to testify. I would 
say, based on how I handle: (1)' the 
formal letter that comes out of “the 
committee asking for information, and 
I programmed that if tye do get specific 
as to what in the hell they do wnt 
to know, that I’ve got to lay it out’ in 
a letter sent down here so I can be 
responsive, fully responsive. : 

P. Respond to the letter in full! D. I 
feel I can respond to the letter in full. 
I feel I have nothing to hide, as’ far 
this issue Gray raised. “ 

P. Would you respond under oath? 
D. I think I would be willing to, yes, 
give it under oath. , 

P. That is what I would say: That‘is, 
what I would prepare in the press 
thing. He will respond under oath if a 
letter. He will not appear in a formal 
session, They might then say, “Would 
he be willing to be questioned under 
oath?” - 

D. That is not what the question’is. 
Yes, I would be willing to be ques- 
tioned under oath, but we are not going 
up. P. No, no! Here? <a 


‘A Bad Precedent’ vo 


D. No. I think that would be a hell 
of a bad precedent. 

P. Just so we don’t cross that bridge. 
I agree, but you would respond in wirt- 
ing. That’s it. OK. 7 

D. After that, if we have beer re- 
Sponsive, their argument for holding 
up Gray’s confirmation based on ine 
should be gone. Sure, it can raise more 
questions than answers, but it shoild 
work. The effect of the letter we have 
taken the central points that they want 
answers to, given them the responses, 
given them something in Eastland’s han 
And he can say, “Allright, it is time to 
vote. And Eastland says he has -yh 
votes to get Gray through. ow, wiiat 
happens on the Senate floor is some- 
thing else, because Byrd is posing very 
perceptive, and controlling that South- 
ern bloc. ‘ 

P. Uh, uh! October! Byrd is running 
for leader of the whole Senate. D. But 
Mnsfield, on the other hand, has come 
out and said he would support Gray’s 
confirmation. 5 

P. My feeling is that they would like 
to have an excuse not to, And maybe 
they will use not you. But about these 
hearings— 


ey 


- D, Well ir tney say tney have to hold 
up Gray’s confirmation until the Water- 
gate hearings are completed—P, That’s 
great! D. That’s the vehicle. 3 
P, That’s a vote really for us, because 

Gray, in my opinion, should not be ‘the 

head of the F.BJ, After going through 

the hell of the hearings, he will not be a 

good director as far as we are concerne 

D, I think that is true. I think he will 

be a very suspect director, Not that I 

don’t think Pat won’t do what we want 

— I do look at him a little differentiy 

than Dick in that regard. Like he is 

still keeping in close touch with me..He 
is calling me, He has given me his hot 
line. We talk at night, how do. you want 
me to handle this, etcetera? So he still 
stays in touch, and is still being involve 
but he can’t do it because he is going 
to be under such surveillance by his 
own people — every move he is making 
~~ that it would be a difficult thing 
for Pat, Not that Pat wouldn’t want to 
play ball, but he may not be able to. 

P, I agree. That’s what I meant, .:. 

D. Pat has already gotten himself iri a 
situation where he has this Mark Felt | 

as his number two man. These other , 
‘people have surrounded hmm. He could 

have gotten a Wilson in there you 
“how. Like this: saying, “Gentleman, I 

am putting my own team in, and I am 
going to put mn a team I have met 
around the country who are good office 

‘directors; Sacks out of Chicago,” or! 

whatever, and just put his own team 

fOgether for the headquarter’s office. 
“P. That’s the way it should be done. 

°'D, Gray should have walked in and 
tnade these major personnel decisions. I 
Wouldn’t be surprised sf death of his 
nomination occurs if they say they can- 
not go forward with Gray’s hearings , 
bécause of the Watergate, 

‘P. Where would that be done, John, 
at what point? D. It would simply be 
voted first m the Judiciary Committee. 
The question is, then, whether it will 
be put on the calendar by the leadership 

P, The leadership might determine 
that we will not put it on the calendar 
until after the Watergate hearings Then 
Gray would, in turn, say that he will, 
not wait that long ; : 

“D “Gentlemen, this: is damaging to} 
the leadership of the F.B.I, and I will 
have to withdraw based on his.” What, 
Would be nice for all is to get Gray; 
¥oted out of the committee, with a posi-| 
tive vote, enough to get him out of the 
‘sémmittee, and then lock him in limbo 
there 
‘P What is Moore’s judgment. about 
Builivan? What does he think? 

'D He said it speaks dynamite, And 
‘we' both feel that it is the way it would 
be done, that would be the secret, How 
it'is done? Whether 1 is the sort of 
thing that you leak out and do? It 
would have to be very carefully thought 
tirough We would have to decide, 
should the White House not be imvolved 
ot should we be involved? If we are 
®ding to play with it, we are probably 
going to say that we are involved and 
Sétucture it in a way that there is noth- 
img mmproper with our mvolvement. 

. The difficulty with the White House 
Wéimg involved is that if we are involved 
in this [expletive deleted], that 1s why 
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if‘ought to be that he just... 

"D. I suppose the answer is to say to 

him, “you have intimated a few things to 
ie: the proper place to take that infor- 
nibtion is to the Senate Judiciary Com- 
Hiittee or to the Attorney General, pos- 
sibly.” And then have him take it to 
the Committee Or is that too close to 
the President, still? 
“SP Well, he works for the Attorney 
General, doesn’t he? D. If he takes 1t to 
Rleindienst, Klemndienst is going to say, 
“Bill just don’t do it because you are 
going to take DeLoach’s name down 
with #t, and DeLcach 1s a friend of 
ours.” 

*P. [Expletive deleted] D. Something 
I have always thought. 

"P Nobody is a friend of ours, Let’s 
face it! Don’t worry about that sort of 
thing 
*D. Something I can kick around with 
Dick Moore. But first of all, it will 
have to be thought through every 
inch of the way. Either late yesterday 
aftérnoon—it wasn’t when I talked with 
Bob—he was quite excited about it. 
Ehrlichman said, gave a very good, “uh- 
hith” I said I am not going to rush 
anything on this. We have a little bomb 
here that we might want to drop at one 
time down the road Maybe the forum 
to-do it in is something totally out of 
context between the Gray hearings and 
the Watergate hearings Maybe we need 
‘to go to the U.S. News, sir. Who knows 
what it would be, but we ought to con- 


-sider every option, now that we've 


got it. 
1c. ‘Give It to Molenhoff? 

a, Rather than going to a hearing, do , 
“Meet the Press,” and that will force 
the chearmg to call him. That 1s quite 
the way to do it. Have him give an 
interview to U. S. News, “Wires in the 
Sky’ or something A respected reporter 
~—why not give it to Molenhoff? 
aD. Well that is interesting. Molenhoff : 
igg¢glose, but our guy gets near Molen- 
hoff. Molenhoff may not do anything. 

~P. No, and we are in a position with 
Molenhoff that he has been fighting us 
some Maybe Molenhoff would be a pret- 
tyt-good prospect for this thing. It is 
the kind of a story he loves, but he digs 
On something. You couldn’t call him, 
however, [inaudible]—The [characteri. 
ination deleted] loves to talk too much, 
although e is a hell of a guy i 

2D. OK. Can I call Clark and say 

‘Jisten Clark, a guy has brought me a 
Piece of dynamite that I don’t even 
want in the White House?” 

«P. He will write that, won't he? D. 
Yeah. Because that doesn’t look like a 
set-up deal. Well Clark Mollenhoff is the . 
finst guy to uncover a shield of any- 
thing, and he will say now way— 

3. P. But he would do it. That is very 1m- 
portant piece. [unintelligible] Getting 
back, don’t you feel that is the need 
kere to broaden the scope? D The focus 
ignight on us That’s the problem. 
3B. Nothing on the Democrats —Noth- 
jug on what the previous three Admin- 
istrations did? 
io BD. Nothing If Hunt is still a walking’ 
Story we'll pull out of this thing You 
can’t find anybody who even knows 
what is happening Although it has in- 
creased in the network coverage. That 


NBC thing last night, which 1s just a 
travesty as far and we're talking about 
suabby journalism, they took the worst 
editéd clips out of context. with Strachan 
Saying he was leaving. And then had a 
Uetle of clip of Ron saying, “I deny 
that.” Arid he was denying something 
other than what they were talking 
about in their charge. It was mcredible 
Semeone is going through and putting 
that altogether right now and Ron ought 
to'be able to [unintelligible] to that one 
on NBC It was a very, very dishonest 
television reporting of sequence of 
evénts, but out of sequence, 

You see, John, when that Ervin 
‘gets up there—and a lot of Republicans 
even think he is a great constitutional 
leiwyer—it just makes us wonder about 
our even sending Gray up. Who knows? 
1 “Withdrawal of Nomination 
“;D. Who knows? That is right. Hf 
you didn’t send him up, why didn’t you 
seud him up. Because he was— P I 
know, but that is one thing: You send 
isemebody else up to take them on, 
net a big clown. You know what I 
mean? 

1 P. T won't even announce anv appoint- 
ments. I think the problem of the Senate 
was with all this stuff hanging out there 
in-the Ervin Committee, 

- D. Well one thing, the saturation level 
of the American people on this story is 
cracking. The saturation level in this 
city 1s getting pretty high now, and 
they can’t take too much more of this 
stuff. 

P. Think not? D. There 1s nothing real- 
ly new coming out. 

P JI talked with some kid and he 
said I don’t think that anybody imci- 
dentally would care about anybody in- 
filtrating the peace movement that was 
demonstrating against the President, 
particularly on the war m Vietnam. Do 
you think so? . 

D No! P Anyway, I don’t care about 
that. What happened to this Texas guy 


‘that gets his money back? Was he— 


D. All hell broke loose for him that 
week. This was Allan— P No, no. Allan 
—D Allan, not Duncan nor (unintelligi- 
ble). All hell broke loose for Allan for 
this reason: He—the money apparently 
originally came out of a subsidiary of 
one of Allan’s corporations down in Mex- 
ico. It went to a lawyer in Mexico who 
put it down as a fee billed to the sub- 
sidiary, and then the lawyer sent it 
back into the States, and it came back 
up here. But the weakness of it is 
that the Mexican lawyer: (1) didn’t have 
a legitimate fee; (2) It could be corporate 
contribution So Allan had personally 
put a note up with the corporation to 
cover it Allan, meanwhile, 1s having 
problems with his wife, and a divorce 1s 
pending. And tax problems— ; 

P. (inaudible) Watergate—D. I don’t 
know why that went im the letter It 
wasn’t used for the Watergate. That is 
the interesting thing. P. It wasn’t? 


Not a “Wash Operation” 


D, No, it was not. What happened 1s 
that these Mexican checks came in, 
They were given to Gordon Liddy, and 
said, “why don’t you get these cashed?” 
Gordy Liddy, in turn, put them down to 
this ‘fellow Barker in Florida, who said 


he could cash these Mexican checks, 
and put them with your Barker’s bank 
account back in here They could have 
been just as easily cashed at the Riggs 
Bank There was nothing wrong with 
the checks. Why all that rigamarole? 
It is just hike a lot,of other things that 
happened over there. God knows what 
it was all done. It was totally unneces- 
sary, and 1t was money that was not 
directly involved in the Watergate It 
wasn’t a wash operation to get money 
back to Liddy and the like. 

P. Who 1s goin to be the first witness 
up there? D, Sloan. P. Unfortunate. D. 
No doubt about it— P. He’s scared? 

D He’s scared, he’s weak He has 2 
compulsion to cleanse his soul by con- 
fession. We are giving him a lot of 
stroking. Funny thing 1s this fellow goes 
down to the Courthouse here before 
Sirica, testifies as honestly as he can 
testifies as honestly as he can testify, 
and Sirica looks around and called him 
a liar. He just said—Sloan just can’t 
win! So Kalmbach has been dealing with 
Sloan. Sloan is like a child. Kalmbach 
has done a lot of that. The person who 
will have a greater problem as a result 
of Sloan’s testimony is Kalmbach and 
Stans. So they are working closely with 
him to make sure that he settles down. 

P, Kalmbach will be a good witness, 
knowing what Kalmbach has been 
through. D. Kalmbach has borne up very 
well, In fact, I decided he may be— 

P. Kalmbach is somewhat embarrassed, 
as he is, they say, lawyer for the Presi- 
dent. Well, hell I don’t need a lawyer. 
He and DeMarco, his other partner, - 
handle our pay out there. : 

D He 1s sensitive on that point He 
saw a transcript of a briefing where 
Ron was saying, ‘‘well he is really not, 
right nomenclature, ‘personal attor- 
ney” Herb said, “well, gee whiz. I 
don't know whether Ron knows what 
all I do.” And I said, “well, don’t worry 
about 1.” 

P, What I meant is — I don’t care 
about it, but I mean — it is just the fact 
that it is played that way, that he is in 
talking to me ail the time. I don’t ask 
ham anything. I don’t talk to him about 
anything. I don’t know, I see Herb once 
a year when we see and sign the income 
tax returns D. That’s right! 

P Now, true, he handles our San 
Clemente property and all the rest, but 
he isn’t a lawyer in the sense that most 
people have a lawyer. D, No, no, Al- 
though when you had an estate rae 


he has some dove-tailing on it. 
P, Anyway we don’t want to back off 
of him, D. No, he is solid. 


Pretty Hard Row to Hoe 


P. He will — how does he tell his: 
story? He has a pretty hard row to hoe 
— he and Stans have. i 

D. He will be good Herb ts the kind 
of guy who will check, not once nor 
twice, on his story — not three times — > 
but probably fifty to a hundred times 
He will go over it He will know tt 
There won’t be a hole in it. Probably 
he will do his own Q & A. He will have 
people cross-examine him from ten 
ways He will be ready as John Mitchell 
will be ready, as Maury Stans will be: 
ready. ' 
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P, Mitchell 1s now studymmg, is he? 
D. He is studying, Sloan will be the; 
worst witness. I think Magruder will be 
a good witness, This fellow, Bart Porter, 
will be a good witness. They have 
already. been through the grand jury. 
They have been through trial. They did 
well. And then, of course, people around 
here, 

P. None will be witnesses, D. They; 
won’t be witnesses? 

P. Hell, no They will make state- 
ments. That will be the lime which I 
think we have to get across to Ziegler 
in all his briefings where he 1s con- 
stantly saying he will provide informa- 
tion. That us not the question. It is how 
tt is to be furnished. We will not furnish 
it in a formal session, That would be a 
breakdown of the privilege. Period. 
Do you agree with that? 

D. I agree. I agree. I have always 
thought that’s the bottom line, and I 
think that is the good thing that is 
happening in the Gray hearings right 
now. If they send’ a letter down with 
specific questions, I send back writ- 
ten interrogatories sworn. He knows, 
the lawyer, that you can handle written 
interrogatories, where cross examuina- 
tion is another ball game. 

P. That’s right! D. You can make a 
person look like they’re inaccurate even 
if they are trying to tell the truth 

P. Well now, really, you can’t mean 
that! All the face-making and ail that. , 


Written mterrogatores you can handle? | 


D. Can be artfully, accurately an- 
swered and give the full information. 
P. [Unintelligible] Well, what about 
the sentencing: When the hell is he 
going to sentence? D. We thought he 
was going to sentence last Friday. 

P. I know he should have. 

D. No one knows what in the world 
Sirica is doing, It is getting to be a long 
time now. It frankly is, and no one 
really has a good estimation of how 
he will sentence, There is some feel- 
ing that he will sentence Liddy the 
heaviest. Liddy 1s already in jail, he is 
in Danbury. He wants to start serving 
so he can get good time going. Hunt, 
he will probably be very fair with. 


Sirica and Hunt 


P. Why? 

D. He lhkes Hunt—he thought Hunt 
was being open with him and being 
candid, and Hunt gave a statement in 
open court that he didn’t know of any 
higher ups involved and Hunt didn’t 
put him through the rigors of tnal. 
Hunt was a beaten man who had lost 
his wife, was wl, and stil they tried 
to move to have him severed from the 
trial. And Hunt did not try to cause a 
lot of problems. Bittman was coopera- 
tive, whereas Liddy played the heavy in 
the trial. His lawyer raised all the ob- 
yections and the like, and embarrassed 
the Judge for some in-chambers things 
he had said. 

P. But Liddy is going to appeal the 
sentence? D. Liddy is going to ap- 
peal the decision, the trial. He will ap- 
peal that. 

P. He will appeal the trial? He was 
convicted! D. There is an outside chance 
that this man, this judge, has gone so 
far in his zeal to be a special prosecu- 


tor— 

P, Well some of those statements 

from the bench—D. Incredible state- 
ments! 
» P. To me, incrdible! D. Commenting 
on witnesses testimony before the Jury, 
was just incredible. Incredible! So there 
may be a mistrial. Or maybe reversible 
error. 

P. What about the Cubans? 

D. The Cubans will probably be 
thought of as hired hands, and receive 
nowhere near the sentence of Liddy, I 
would think. Not all of them. Barker, 
the lead Cuban, may get more than the 
others It is hard to say. I just don’t 
have any idea. Sirica is a strange man. 
He is known as a hanging judge. P. 
funintelligible] 

D That’s right. He’s tough. He is 
tough. The other thing, Sirica, there 
was some indication that Sirica might 
be putting together a panel. There is a 
system down there now, based on infor- 
mal agreement, where a _ sentencing 
judge convenes a panel of his own to 
take advice from. If Sirtca were being 
shrewd, he just might get himself a 
panel and take their recommendations. 

P. When will the Ervin thing be hrt- 
ting the fan most any day, thinking 
from the standpoint of time? 

D. Well, I would say the best indica- 
tions we have now 1s that public hear- 
ings will probably start about the first 
of May. Now, there will probably be a 
big bang of immterest, initially. We have 
no idea how they will proceed yet. We 
do have sources to find that out, other 
than Baker, Incidentally, Klemndienst had 
called Ervin again, returned the call. 
Ervin is going to see him this week with 
Baker. 

P Public hearings the first of May. 
Well it must be a big show. Public hear- 
ings. I wouldn’t think though, I know 
from experience, my guess is that I 
think they could get through about three 
weeks of those and then I think it would 
begin to peter’ out somewhat. Don’t 
you agree? D, No, I-—P. ITT went longer, 
but that was a different thing, and it 
seemed more important. 


Stretch Out Coverage 


D. When I told Bob, oh, several 
months ago, I hope they don’t think 
[unintelligible]. He said the way they 
could have those hearings and do a 
masterful job on it, would be to hold one 
hearing a week on Thursdays, Thursday 
mornings, they cover it live. That way, 
you get live coverage that day; you get 
the networks that night; the national 
magazines that week; get the weekend 
wrap-ups. You can stretch this thing 
out by, really. 

P. Our members of the committee at 
least should say, let’s get 1t over with, 
and go through five-day sessions, etc. 
D Well you see, I don’t think they are 
that perceptive. They just think they 
are 

P, Well, so be it I noticed in the 
news summary Buchanan was viewing 
with alarm the grave crisis in the con- 
fidency of the Presidency, etc. D. Well 
the best way—P. How much? D, Pardon? 

P. How much of a crisis? It will be—I 
am thinking in terms of—the point ts, 
everything 1s a crisis.[expletive deleted] 
it 1s a terrible lousy thing—it will re- 


main a crisis among the upper intellec- 
tual types, the soft heads, our own, too 
—Republicans—and the Democrats and 
the rest Average people won’t think it 
ig much of a crisis unless it affects 
them. [unmtelligible] 

D. I think it will pass. I think after 
the Ervin hearings, they are going to 
find so much—there will be some new 
revelations. I don’t think that the thing 
will get out of hand, I have no reason 
to believe 1t will. 

P. Oh, yes—there would be new reve- 
lations. D They would be quick [inaudi- 
ble] They would want to find out who 
“*knew— 

P. Is there a higher up? D. Is there 
a higher up? 

P Let’s face it, I think they are 
really after Haldeman. D, Haldeman and 
Mitchell. 

P. Colson is not big enough name 
for them. He really isn’t. He is, you 
know, he is on the government side, 
but Colson’s name doesn’t bother them 
so much. They are after Haldeman and 
after Mitchell, Don’t you think so? 

D. Sure. They are goin ngto take a 
look and try to drag them, but they’re 
going to be able to drag them into 
the election— 

P. In any event, Haldeman’s problem 
is Chapin isn’t it? D. Bob’s problem 
1s circumstantial. . 

P, Why is that? Let’s look at’ the 
circumstantial. I don’t know, Bob didn’t 
know any of those people like the Hunts 
and all that bunch. Colson did, but Bob 
didn’t. OK? D. That’s right. 

P, Now where the hell, or how much 
Chapin knew I will be [expletive de- 
leted} if I know. D. Chapin didn’t know 
anything about the Watergate. 

P. Don’t you think so? D. Absolutely 
not. 

P. Strachan? D. Yes. 

P. He knew? D. Yes. 

P. About the Watergate? D. Yes. 


‘Stonewalling’ by Strachan 
P, Well, then, he probably told Bob. 


He may not have. D. He was judicious - 


in what he relayed, but Strachan is 
as tough as nails. He can go m and 
stonewall, and say, “I don’t know any- 
thing about what you are talking about.” 
He has already done it twice you know, 
in interviews. 

P. I guess he should, shouldn’t he? 
I suppose we can’t call that justice, can 
we? D. Well, it is a personal loyalty 
to him. He doesn’t want it any other 
way. He didn’t have to be told. He 
didn’t have to be asked, It just is 
something that he found was the way 
he wanted to handle the situation. 

P. But he knew? He knew about 
Watergate? Strachan did? 

D. Yes. P.' I will be damned! Well 
that 1s the problem in Bob’s case. Not 
Chapm then, but Strachan. Strachan 
worked for him, didn’t he? D. Yes. They 
would have one hell of a time proving 
that Strachan had knowledge of it, 
though. P. Who knew better? Magruder? 
D. Magruder and Liddy. P. Oh, I see, 
The other weak link for Bob 1s Ma- 
gruder. He hired him et cetera. D. That 
applies to Mitchell, too. 

P, Mitchell—Magruder. Where do you 
see Colson coming into it? Do you thmk 
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he knew quite a bit and yet, he could 
know quite a great deal about a lot of 
other things and not know a lot about 
this. I don’t know D Well, I have 
never—P, He sure as hell knows Hunt— 
that we know—was very close to him. 
D Chuck has told me that he had no 
knowledge, specific knowledge, of the 
Watergate before it occurred. There 
have been tidbits that I have raised 
with Chuck. I have not played any 
games with him. I said, “Chuck, I 
have indications—” 

P. What indications? The lawyer has 
to know everything. D. That’s right. I 
said, “Chuck, people have said that you 
were involved in this, involved in that, 
involved in all of this.” He said, “That 
is not true, etc ” I think that Chuck had 
knowledge that something was going 
on over there, but he didn’t have any 
knowledge of the details of the spe- 
cifics of the whole thing. 


‘We Had Poor Pickings’ 


P. There must have been an indica- 


tion of the fact that we had poor pick-' 


ings Because naturally anybody, either 


Chuck or Bob, were always reporting to‘ 
me about what was going on. If they} 
ever got any information they would | 


D. Magruder says—as he did in the 
trial—well, of course, my name has 
been dragged in as the guy who sent 
Liddy over there, which is an interest- 
ing thing. Well what happened they said 
is that Magruder asked—he wanted to 

_ hire my deputy over there as Deputy 
Counsel and I said, “No way. I can’t 
give him up.” 


Discussion of Liddy 


P. Was Liddy your deputy? D, No, 
Liddy never worked for me. He wanted 
this fellow Fred Fielding who works 

_ for me. Look, he said, Magruder said 
to me, “Will you find me a lawyer?” 
I said, “I will be happy to look around.” 
I checked around the White House, 
Krogh said, “Liddy might be the man 
to do it—he would be a hell of a writer. 
He has written some wonderful legal 
opinions over here for me, and I think 
he is a good lawyer.” So I relayed that 
to Magruder. 

P. How the hell does Liddy stand up 
sO well? D He’s a strange man, Mr. 
President. 

P. Strange or strong? D. Strange and 
strong. His loyalty is—I think it is just 
beyond the pale. Nothing— 

P. He hates the other side too, doesn’t 


certainly have told me that we got some |- he? D. Oh, absolutely! He is strong. He 


information, but they never had a thing 
to report. What was the matter? Did 
they never get anything out of the 
damn thing? 

D. I don’t think they ever got any- 
thing, sir. P. A dry hole? D. That’s right. 
P, (Expletive deleted) D. Well, they 
were just really getting started. 

P. Yeah. Bob one time said some- 


thing to me about something, this or ‘ 


that or something, but I think it was 
something about the convention, I think 
it was about the convention problems 
they were planning something. I as- 
sume that must have been MacGregor— 
not MacGregor, but Segretti D. No, 
Segretti wasn’t involved in the intelli- 
gence gathering piece of it at all P. Oh, 
he wasn’t? Who the hell was gathering 
intelligence? D. That was Liddy and his 
outfit. 

P. Apart from Watergate? D. That’s 
right. Well you see Watergate was part 
of intelligence gathering, and this was 
their first thing. What happened is— 

P. That was such a stupid thing! D. 
It was incredible—that’s mght. That was 
Hunt. 

P. To think of Mitchell and Bob 
would have allowed—would have al- 
lowed—this kind of operation to be in 
the campaign committee. D. I don’ think 
he knew it was there. 

P. I don’t think that Mitchell knew 
about this sort of thing. 

D. Oh, no, no! Don’t fisunderstand 
me. I don’t think that he knew the 
people. I think he knew that Liddy was 
out intelligence gathering. I don’t think 
he knew that Liddy would use a fellow 
like McCord [expletive removed], who 


worked for the committee. I can’t be- ! 
. lieve that. 


P Hunt? D. I don’t think Mitchell 
knew about Hunt either 

P. Well Mitchell though, well, gee, 
and I hired this fellow and I told him 
to gather intelligence. Maybe Magruder 
says the same thing. 


really is. 

P. Is it too late to go the hang-out 
road? D. Yes, I think it 1s, The hang-out 
road— 

P. The hang-out road [inaudible], D. 
It was kicked around Bob and I and— 

P. Ehrlichman always felt it should 
be hang-out. W. Well I think I con- 

‘ vinced him why he would not want to 
hang-out either. There 1s a certain 
domino situation here If some things 
; Start going, a lot of othe: things are 
going to start going, and there can be 
a lot of problems if everything starts 
falling. So there are dangers, Mr. Presi- 
,; dent. I would be less than candid if I 
' didn’t tell you there are. There 1s a 
reason for not everyone going up and 
testifying : 
P. I see. Oh no, no, no! I didn’t mean to 
| have everyone go up and testify. 

D. Well, I mean thy’re just starting to 
hangout and say here’s our story— 

P. I mean put the story out PR people, 
here is the story, the true story about 

' Watergate, 

D. They would never believe it. The 
two things they are working on are 
Watergate—P. Who is “they?” D. The 
press, [inaudible]. che intellectuals— P. 
The Packwoods? 

D. Right—They would never buy it as 
far as one White House involvement in 
Watergate which I think there is just 
none for that incident which occurred 
at the Democratic National Headquar- 
ters. People here we just did not know 
that was going to be done. I think there 
are some people who saw the fruits of 
it, but that is another story I am talk- 
ing about the criminal conspiracy to go 
in there. The other thing is that the 
Segretti thing. You hang that out, and 

' they wouldn’t believe that. They 
wouldn’t believe that Chapin acted’ on 
his own to put his old friend Segretti to 
be a Dick Tuck on somebody else’s cam- 
paign. They would have to paint it to 
something more sinister, more involved, 
part of a general plan. 


P. Shows you what a master Dick 
Tuck is, Segretti’s hasn’t been a bit 
similar, 


‘Quite Humorous’ 


D. They are quite humorous, as a 
mater of fact. 

P, As a matter of fact, it is just a 
bunch of [characterization deleted], We 
don’t object to such damn things any- 
way. On, and on and on. No, I tell you 
this 1t 1s the last gasp of our hardest 
oponents. They’ve just got to have some- 
thing to squeal about it, 


D. It is the only thing they have to. 


squeal— 

P. [Unintelligible] They are going to 
lie around and squeal. They are having 
a hard time now. They got the hell 
kicked out of them in the election. 
There is not a Watergate around in 
this town, not so much our oponents, 
even the media, but the basic thing is- 
the establishment. The establishment is 
dying, and so they’ve got to show that 
the despite the successes we have had 
in foreign policy and in the election, 
they’ve got to show that it 1s just wrong 
just because of this. They are trying to 
use this as the whole thing, 

D Well, that is why I keep coming 
back to this fellow Sullivan. It could, 
change the picture. 

P. How could it change though? Say- 
ing here is another—D. Saying here is 
another and it hapens to he Democrats. 
You know, I know I just—P. If hel 
would get Kennedy into it, toa, I would} 
be a little bit more pleased. 

D. Let me tell you something that} 
lurks at the bottom of this whole thing 
If, in going after Segretti, they go after 
Kalmbach’s bank records, you will recall 
sometimes back—perhaps you did not! 
know about this—I apologize. That right. 
after Chappaquidick somebody was put. 
up there to start observing and within; 
six hours he was there for every second 
of Chappaquidick for a year, and for| 
almost two years he worked for Jack} 
Caulfield. sot i 

P. Oh, I have heard of Caulfield. 

D. He worked for Caulfield when Caul- i 
field worked for John, and then when 
I came over here I inherited Caulfield 
and this guy was still on this same thing. 
If they get to those bank records be- 
tween the start of July of 1969 through 
June of 1971, they say what are these 
about? Who is this fellow up in New 
York that you paid? There comes Chap- 
paquidick with a vengeance. This guy 
is a twenty year detective on the New 
York City Police Department. 

P. In other words we D. He is 
ready to disprove and show that —— 

P. [unintelligible] D. If they get to it 
—that is gomg to come out and this 
whole thing can turn around on that. If: 
Kennedy knew the bear trap he was | 
walking into —— I 

P. How do we know—why don’t we | 
get it out anyway? D Well, we have; 
sort of saved it. 

P. Does he have any records? Are 
they any good? i 

D. He is probably the most knowl- | 
edgeable man in the country. I think 
he ran up against walls and they closed | 
the records down There are things | 
can’t get, but he can ask all of the ques- 
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tions and get many of tne answers as a 
20 year detective, but we don’t want to 
surface him right now. But if he is ever 
surfaced, this is what they will get. 


Money Was Left Over 


P How will Kalmbach explain that he 
hired this guy to do the job on Chappa- 
quidick? Out of what type of funds? 
D. He had money left over from the pre- 
convention 

P. Are they going to investigate those 
funds too? 

D. They are funds that are quite legal. 
There is nothing illegal about those 
funds. Regardless of what may happen, 
what may occur, they may stumble into 
this in going back to, say 1971, in Kalm- 
bach’s bank records They have already 
asked for a lot of his bank records in 
connection with Segretti, as to how he 
paid Segretti. 

P. Are they going to go back as far 
as Chappaquidick? 

D. Well this fellow worked in 1971 
on this. He was up there He has talked 
to everybody in that town. He is the 
one who has caused a lot of embarrass- 
ment for Kennedy already by saying he 
went up there as a newspaperman, by 
saying: “Why aren’t you checking this? 
Why aren’t you looking there?” Calling 
the press people’s attention to things. 
Gosh, the guy did a masterful job. I 
have never had the full report. 

P. Coming back to the Sullivan thing, 
you will now talk to Moore and then 
what? 

D. I will see if we have something 
that 1s viable And: if it’s— P, You plan 
to talk with him again. 

D. Yes he asked me last night to 
give him a day or so to get all his 
recollections together, and that was 
yesterday. So I thought I would call 
him this evening and say, “Bull, I would 
yust like to know—” 

P. You see, right after you talk to 
him it will become known So maybe 
the best thing to say 1s that he is to 
turn this over and be maligned But 
anyway, the Committee is going to say 
the White House turned over informa- 
tion on the FBI. I don’t know how the 


[expletive deleted] we get it down theré? 

D. I think I can kick it around with 
Dick Moore, He and I do very well just 
bouncing these things back and forth 
and coming up with something. We 
would never be embarrassed about it. 

P. To give it to a newsman, it would 
be a hell of a break for a newspaper, 
a hell of a story! The Star just run a 
whole story on a real bomb on the FBI. 
Then the Committee member, the man 
you would use, for example, in this case 
would be to call Gurney, and to say, 
“Look! We are on to something very 
hot here. I can’t tell you any more. Go 
after it, you’ll get your other end this 
fall.” Then he goes It seems to me that’s 
a very effective way to get it out. 

D. Uh huh. It seems to me that I 
don’t think Sullivan would give up the 
White House Sullivan—if I have one 
liability in Sullivan here, it 1s his knowl- 
edge of the earlier [unintelligible] that 
occurred here 

P That we did? D. That wedid. . 

P_ Well, way don’t you just tell him— 


he could say, “I did no political work 
at all. My work in the Nixon Adminis- 
tration was solely in the national secur- 
ity” And that is thoroughly truet 
D That is true. 
P, Well, good luck, D. Thank you, sir. 
P It 1s never dull 1s 1t? D. Never. 


Mareh 17,1973. 
(1:25-2:10 P.M.) 


The President and Dean, 
Oval Office 


(Material relating to break-in at Dr, 
Fielding’s office in California.) 

P Now on the Segretti thing, I think 
you've just got to—Chapin, all of them 
have just got to take the heat. Look, 
you’ve got to admit the facts, John, 
and—D ‘Thats right P. And that’s 
our—and that’s that. And Kalmbach 
paid him. And (unintelligible) a lot of 
people. I just think on Segretti, no mat- 
ter how bad it is. It isn’t nearly as bad 
as people thmk it was. Espionage, 
sabotage? : 

D The intent, when Segretti was 
hired, was nothing evil, nothing vicious, 
nothing bad, nothing. Not espionage, 
not sabotage. It was pranksterism that 
got out of hand and we know that. And 
I think we can lay our story out there, 
I have no problem with the Segretti 
thing. It’s just not that serious. The 
other potential problem is Ehrlich- 
man’s and this is—P. In connection with 
Hunt? D. In conection with Hunt and 
Liddy both. P They worked for him? 


“Pioneers in C..A. Files” 


D. They—these fellows had to be 
some idiots as we've learned after the 
fact, They went out and went into Dr. 
Ellsberg’s doctor’s office and they had, 
they were geared up with all this CIA 
equipment—cameras and the like, Well 
they turned the stuff back im to the 
CIA some point in time and left fim 
in the camera. CIA has not put this to- 
gether, and they don’t know what it 
all means ight now. But it wouldn’t 
take a very sharp mvestigator very long 
because you’ve got pictures in the CIA 
files that they had to turn over to 
(unintelligible). 

P. What in the world—what in the 
name of God was Ehrlichman having 
something (unintelligible) in the Ells- 
berg (unintelligible)? D. They were try- 
ing to—this was a part of an operation 
that—in connection with the Pentagon 
papers They were—the whole thing— 
they wanted to get Ellsberg’s psy- 
chiatric records for some reason. 1! 
don’t know. P. This is the first I ever 
heard of this. I, I (unintelligible) care 
about Ellsberg was not our problem, 
D, That’s right. P. (Expletive deleted) 
D. Well, anyway (unintelligible), it was 
under an Ehrlichman structure, maybe 
John didn’t ever know. I’ve never asked 
him if he knew. I didn’t want to know. 

P. I can’t see that getting into, into 
this hearing. , 

D Well, look. No Here’s the way it 
can come up. P. Yeah. 

D. In the CIA’s files which they— 
which the committee is asking for—the 
material they turned over to the Depart- 
ment of Justice P. Yeah 


D. There are all the materials relat- 
ing to Hunt. In there are these pictures 
which the CIA developed and they've 
got Gordon Liddy standing proud as 
Punch outside this doctor’s office with 
his name on it. And [unintelligible] this 
material, it’s not going to take very long 
for an investigator to go back and say, 
well, why would this—somebody be at 
the doctor’s office and they’d find out 
that there was a break-in at the doctor's 
office and then you’d fmd Liddy on the 
staff and then you’d start working it 
back I don’t think they'll ever reach 
that point, 

P [Unintelligible] 

D. This was the way, this was—P. 
It’s irrelevant. D. It’s irrelevant. Right. 

P. That’s the point, That’s where— 
that’s where—where Ervin’s rules of 
relevancy [unintelligible]. 

P. Now what the hell has this got to 
do with it D It has nothing as a lot of 
these things that they should stumble 
along into is irrelevant. 


Mareh 20, 1973 
(7:29-7:43 P.M.) | 


The President and Dean, 


Telephone Conversation 


P. John Dean, please, Opr. Yes, Mr. 
President. ‘ 

P. Hello. D. Yes, Sir. P. You are hav- 
ing rather long days these days, aren’t 
you? I guess we all have. D. I think they 
will continue to be longer. [Material un- 
related to Presidential actions deleated] 

D, The other witness they have now 
subpoenaed—there are two other wit- 
nesses—there is a Hoback girl from the 
Re-election Committee—she was inter- 
rogated by Committee staff and counsel 
as a result of her confidential interviews 
with the FBI 

P. Hmph. D Alleging that that had 
been Jeaked by me to them and then, of 
course, that was not true. P. That’s not 


true, 
D And the other fellow they are call- 


ing 1s a fellow by the name of Thomas 
Lombard who is trymg to establish a 
link between Dean on that one Lombard 
did volunteer work for me in my office 
and did volunteer work for Liddy an¢ 
at one time he saw Liddy in my office. 
Big deal. It was purely campaign, you 
know. * ‘ 


Questions on Testimony 


P. Well, is that what Lombard will 
testify to, or will he testify to—D, Well, 
he has written a very lengthy letter to 
the Committee declining to testify orig- 
inally and saying this is all I would have 
to say and it is probably not relevant. I 
know nothing of Dean and Liddy’s con- 
nection. P. Right. D. Other than the 
fact that they— 

P, That’s not, bad then—maybe he will 
make a pretty good witness. D. He 
might, 

_P. What about the Hoback girl? D, 
The Hoback girl should be broken down. 
She should come out in tears as a result 
of the fact that she is virtually lying 
about one thing and our people will be 
on the— 
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P. You mean—do our people know 
what to ask her? D. Yes they do. Yes 
they do. 

P. Uh, huh, Why is she doing it? Do 
we know? D. She—ah— P, Disgruntled? 
Somebody— D. Disgruntled. She has 
been fairly disgruntled all along. She is 
a Democrat that worked over there in 
Finance Committee. She professes a per- 
sonal loyalty to Maury Stans but that 
is about the extent of it, any, of her 
loyalty. P. Yeah. 

D. I never have figured out how she 
got in there. 

[Material unrelated to Presidential ac- 
tion deleted.] 

P. They didn’t bite the bullet'with re- 
gard to subpoenaing you? 

D. No. I don’t think there is any 
chance they are going to do that. 

P. That’s rather interesting isn’t it? 
Something cought to be made of that. 

D. Unless they get—they are taking 
more evidence on me. Obviously with 
these other ‘two witnesses, not that I 
think anythirig.will come out of this. 
It will just bé more—I had a conversa- 
tion with John Ehrlichman this‘ after- 
noon before he came down to visit you. 
I think that one thing that we have to 
continue to do, and -particularly right 
now, is to examine the broadest, broad- 
est implications of this whole thing, 
and, you know, maybe about 30 minutes 
of just my recitation to you of facts 
so that you operate from the same facts 
that everybody else has, P. Right. 


Potential Problem Areas 


D. 1 don’t think—We have never 
really done that. I has been sort of bits 
and pieces. Just paint the whole picture 
for you, the soft spots, the potential 
problem areas. P. Uh, huh, 

D, and the like so that when you 
make judgments you will have all that 
information. 

P. Would you like to do that—when? 
D. I would think, if it’s not inconvenient 
for you, sir, I would like to sort of 
draw all my thoughts together and have 
a—just make some notes to myself ‘so 
I didn’'t— 

P. Could you do it tomorrow? D. Yes, 
Sir. Yes, Sir. { 

P. Uh, huh. Well, htne we could-prob- 
ably do it, say, around ten o’clock. D. 
That would be fine, sir. - 

P. Do you just want to do it alone? 
Want anybody else there? D. I think 
just— 

P. It is better with nobody else there, 
isn’t it D. Absolutely. 
P. Anybody else they are all partisan 
interest virtually. D. That’s right. ‘ 

P. Right. Fine. The other thing I was! 
going to say just is this—just for your 
own thinking—I still want to see, 
though I guess you and Dick are still 
working on your letter and all that sort 
of thing? 2 : 

€. We are and we are coming to-+: 
the more we work on it the more ques- | 
tions we see— | 

P, That- you don’t want to answer, | 
huh? D. That bring problems by an- ' 
swering. 

P. And so you are coming up, then, 
with the idea of just a stonewall then? 
Is that— D. -That’s right. 


' 


P. Is that what you come down with? 
D. Stonewall, with lots of- noises that 
we are always willing to cooperate, but 
no one 1s asking us for anything. 

P. And they never will, huh? There 
is no way that you could make even 
a general statement that I could put 
out? You understand what I—~D. I think 
we could. 

P, See, for example, I was-even think- 
ing-if you could even talk to Cabinet, 
the leaders, you know, ‘just orally and - 
say, “I have looked into this, and this 
is that,’ so that people get sort of a 
feeling that— 

P. Your own people have got to be 
reassured. D. Uh, huh. 

P. Could you do that? D. Well, I 
think I-can but I don’t think you would 
want to make that-decision until we 
have about a-— 2 . 

Where All the Bodies Are 

P. No, I want to know. I want, to 
know .where all the bodies are first. 
D. And then, once you decide after that, 
we can program it anyway you want 
to do it. 

P. Yeah. Because I think, for ex- 
ample, you could do it orally, even if 
you don’t want to make the written 
statement. You could do it orally be- 
fore the Cabinet, the leaders and the 
rest. Lay it all out. You see, I would 
not be, present. You just lay it all out 
and I ‘just-See what I meari? -D. 
Uh, huh. “ . ‘ 

P. Now that is one thing. The other 
thing is that I do think there is some- 
thing- to be said for not maybe this 
complee answer to this fellow, but may- 
be jus @ statement to me. My versions 
are there: bing, bing, bing.- That is a 
possibility. D. Uh, huh. - : 

P. What I mean is we need something 
to: answer somebody, answer things, 
you know they say, “What are you 
basing this on,” I can say, “Well, my, 
counsel has advised me that”—Is that, 
possible or not, or are— 

D. Well, you know there is that—and 
there is always the FBI report which we 
have probably not relied upon enough. 
There is not one scintilla of evidence. 

P, I know. But I mean, can’t you say 
that? Or do you want to put it out? 
D. Ah, it could be said, and it is some- 
thing we haven’t really emphasized. 
Pat'Gray is the only person -who has) 
said it and it has really never gotten 
picked up. 

\P- How would you do it then? ‘What 
T ‘meant, isn’t that something that you 


could say? Do you want to publish the 
FBI report? D, Oh, no, because at our 
own strictures we are trying to plac 
an up—right— : 

P. But you could say, “I have this 
and this is that.” Fine. See what I am 
getting at is that, if apart from a state- 
ment to the committee or anything else, 
if. you could just make a statement to 
me that we can use. You know, for in- 
ternal purposes and to answer ques- 
tions, etc. D. As we did when you, back 
in August, made the statement that— 

P, That’s right. D. And all the 
things— 


Method Discussed 


P. You've got to have something 
where it doesn’t appear that I am do- 
ing this in, you know, just in a—say- 
ing to hell with the Congress and to hell 
with the people, we are not going to 
tell you anything because of Executive 
Privilege, That, they don’t understand. 
But if you say, “No, we are willing to 
cooperate,” and you’ve made a complete 
statement, but make it very incomplete. 
See, that is what I mean. I don’t want 
a, too much in chapter and verse as 
yow did in your letter, I just want just 
a general—D. An all around statement. 


P, That’s right. Try just something 
general. Like “I have checked into this 
matter; I can categorically, based on 
my investigation, the following: Halde- 
man is not involved in this, that and 
the other thing. Mr. Colson did not do 
this; Mr. so and so did not do this, Mr. 
Blank did not do this.” Right down the 
line, taking the most glaring things. If 
there are any further questions, please 
let me know. See? D. Uh, huh. I think 
we can do that. 


P. That is one possibility, and then 
you could say that such things—and 
then use the FBI report to the Cabinet 
and to the leaders, It might just be very 
salutary. You see our own people have 
got to have’ confidence or they are not 
going to step up and defend us. You see 
our problem there, don’t you? 

D. And I think at the same time it 
would be good to brief these people on 
what Executive Privilege mearis, so they , 
can go out and speak about it, Some 
of them are floundering. 

P. And why it is necessary. D. I 
thought about having someone prepare 
some material that can be put out by 
the Congressional people so they can 
understand, people can understand. It 
is tremendous to have a piece of paper 
that they know they can talk from. 

P. Pointing out that you are defend- 
ing the Constitution; responsibility of 
the separation of powers; and we have 
to do it. Distinguishing the Adam’s case; 
ignoring Flanigan, which is one we 
should never have agreed to, but never- 
theless— Anyway let’s think a little 
about that, but we'll see you at ten 
o’clock tomorrow. D. Yes, sir. 

P, Fine, D. Alright, sir. Good night. 

P. Take the evening off. D. Alright. 


Mareh 21,1973 | 
(10:12-11:55 A.M.) 


The President, Dean and 
Haldeman, Oval Office 


P. Well, sit down, sit down. D, Good 
morning. P. Well what is the Dean sum- 
mary of the day about? D. John caught 
me on the way out and asked me about - 
why Gray was holding back on informa- 
tion, if that was under instructions from ; 
us, And it was and it wasn’t. It was 
instruction proposed by the Attorney 
General, consistent with your press con- | 
ference statement that no further raw 
data was to be turned over to the full 
committee, And that was the extent of 
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it. And then Gray, himself, who reached 
the conclusion that no more information 
should be turned over, that he had 
turned over enough. So this again is 
Pat Gray making decisions on his own 
on_ how to handle his hearings. He has 
been totally (unintelligible) to take any 
guidance, any instruction. We don’t 
know what he is going to do. He is not 
going to talk about it. He won't review 
it, and I don’t think he does it to harm 
you in any way, sir. 

P, No, he is Just quite stubborn and 
also he isn’t yery smart. You know—D, 
He is bullheaded. 

‘Smart in His Own Way’ 

P. He is smart in his own way but 
he’s got that typical (expletive deleted) 
this is right and I am going to do it. 
D. That’s why he thinks he is going to 
be confirmed. He is being his own man. 
He is being forthright and honest. He 
feels he has turned over too much and 
so it is conscious: decision that he is 
harming the bureau by doing this and 
so he is not going to. P. We have to get 
the boys off the line that this is because 
the White House told. him to do this 
and everything. And also, as I told Ehr- 
lichman, I don’t see why aur little boys 
can’t make something out of the fact 
that (expletive deleted) this is the only 
responsible position that could possibly 
be made. The FBI cannot turn over raw 
files. Has everybody made that point? 
I have tried to several times, 

D. Sam Ervin has made that point 
himself. In fact, in reading the transcript 
of Gray’s hearings, Ervin tried to hold 
Gray back from doing what he was do- 
ing at the time he did it. I thought it 
was very unwise. I don’t think that any- 
one is criticizing your position on it. 
P. Let’s make a point that raw files, I 
mean that point should be made that 
we are standing for the rights of inno- 
cent individuals. The American Civil 
Liberties Union is against it. We are 
against it. Hoover had the tradition, and 


it will continue. to be the tradition. All: 


files are confidential. See if we can’t 
get someone inspired to put that out. 
Let them see what is in one. D, [ex- 
pletive deleted] You— 

P. Any further word on Sullivan? 1s 
he still —— D. Yes, he is going to be 
over to see me today, this morning 
someplace, sometime, 

P. As soon as you get that, I will be 
available to talk to you this afternoon | 
I will be busy until about one o’clock 
Anytime you are through I would like 
to see what it is he has. We've got 
something but I would like to see what 
it is. 

D. The reason that I thought we ought 
to talk this morning is because in our 
conversations, I have the impression 
that you don’t know everything“I know 
and it makes it very difficult for you 
to- maki 
make “on some of these things and I 
thought that 

P. In other words, I have to know 
why you feel that we shouldn’t unravel 
something? D. Let me give you my 


” 


judgments that only you can ‘ 


overall first. P. In other words, your ' 


judgment as to where it stands, and ‘ 


where we will go. 


Cancer Close to Presidency 


D. I think that there is no doubt 
about the seriousness of the problem 
we've got. We have a cancer within, 
close to the Presidency, that is growing. 
It is growing daily. It’s compounded, 
growing geometrically now, because it 
compounds itself. That will be clear if 
I, you know, explain some of the details 
of why it is. Basically, it is because 
(1) we are being blackmailed; (2) People 
are going to start perjuring themselves 
to protect other people in the line: And 
there is no assurance ——— 

P, That that won’t bust? D, That that 
won't bust. So let me give you the sort 
of basic facts, talking first about the 
Watergate; and then about Segrettif and 
then about some of the peripheral items 
that have come up. First of all on the 
Watergate: how did if all start, where 
did it start? O:K.! It started with an 
instruction to me from Bob Haldeman 
to see if we couldn’t set up a perfectly 
legitimate campaign intelligence opera- 
tion over at the Re-Election Committee. 
Not being in this business, I turned to 
somebody who had been in this busi- 
ness, Jack Caulfield. I don’t remember 
whether you remember Jack or not. He 
was your original bodyguard before they 
had the candidate protection, an old city 
policeman, 

P. ‘Yes, I know him. D. Jack worked 
for' John and then was transferred to 
my office. I said Jack come up with a 
plan that, you know—a normal infiltra- 
tion, buying information from secre- 
taries and all that sort of thing. 

He did, he put together a plan. It 
was kicked around. I went to Ehrlich- 
man with it. I went to Mitchell with it, 
and the consensus was that Caulfield 
was not the man to do this, In retro- 
spect, that might have been a bad call 
because he is an incredibly cautious 
person and wouldn’t have put the situ- 
ation where it is today. After rejecting 
that, they said we still need something 
so I was told to look around for some- 
one who could go over to 1701 and da 
things. That is when I came up with 
Gordon Liddy. They needed a lawyer. 
Gordon had an intelligence background 
from his FBI service. I was aware of 
the fact that he had done some ex- 
tremely sensitive things for the White 
House while he had been at the White 
House and he had apparently done them 
well, Going out into Ellsberg’s doctor’s 
office— 

P. Oh, yeah. D. And things like this. 
He worked with leaks. He tracked these 
things down. So the report that I got 
from Krogh was that he was a hell of 
a good man and not only that a good 
lawyer and could set up a proper oper- 
ation. So we talked to Liddy. He was 
interested in doing it. I took Liddy over 
to meet Mitchell. Mitchell thought 
highly of him because Mitchell was 
partly invoved in his coming to the 
White House to work for Krogh. Liddy 
had been at Treasury before that, 
Then Liddy was tod to put together 
his plan, you know, how he would run 
an intelligence operation. This was after 
he was hired over there at the Commit- 
tee. Magruder called called me in Janu- 
ary and said I would like to have you 


come over and see Liddy’s plan. P, Jan- 
uary of ’72? D. January of °72. 


“Million-Dollar Plan’ 


D. “You come over to Mitchell’s of- 
fice and sit in a meeting where Liddy 
is going to lay his plan out.” I said T 
don’t really know if I am the man, but 
if you want me there I will be happy to. 
So I came over and Liddy laid out a 
million-dollar plan that was the most 
incedible thing I have ever Jaid my 
eyes on: all in codes, and involved 
black-bag operations, kidnapping, pro- 
viding prostitutes to weaken the oppo- 
sition, bugging, mugging teams, It was 
Just an incredible thing. , 

P. Tell me this: Did Mitchell go 
along—?D. No, no, not at all, Mitchell 
Just sat there puffing and laughing. I 
could tell from—after Liddy left the 
office I said that is the most incredible 
thing I have ever seen. He said I agree. 
And so Liddy was told to go back to 
the drawing board and come up with 
something realistic, So there was a sec- 
ond meeting. They asked me to come 
over to that, I came into the tail end 
of the meeting. I wasn’t there for the 
first part. I don’t know how long the 
meeting lasted, 

At this point, they were discussing 
again bugging, kidnapping and the like. 
At this point I said right in front of 
everybody, very clearly, I said, “These 
are not the sort of things (1) that are 
ever to be discussed in the office of 
the Attorney General of the United 
State—that was where he still was— 
and I am personally incensed.” And I 
am trying to get Mitchell off the hook. 

-He is a nice person and doesn’t like to 
have to say no when he is talking with 
people he is going to have to work with. 

P. That’s right. D. So I let it be 
known. I said “You all pack that stuff 
up and get it the hell out of here. You 
just can’t talk this way in this office 
and you should re-examine your whole 
thinking.” 

P. Who all was present? D. It was 
Magruder, Mitchell, Liddy and myself. 
i came back right after the meeting and 
told Bob, “Bob, we have a growing dis- 
aster on our hands if they are thinking 
this way,” and I said, “The White House 
has got to stay out of this and I, frank- 
ly, am not going to be involved in it.” 
He said, “I agree John.” I thought at 
that point that the thing was turned 
off. That is the last I heard of it and 
I thought i was urned off because it 
was an absurd proposal. 

P. Yeah. D. Liddy—I did have deal- 


ings with him afterwards and we never | 


talked about it. Now that would be hard 
to believe for some people, but we 
never did That is the fact of the matter. 

P Well, you were talking with him 
about other things, D. We had so many 
other things. 

P. He had some legal problems too. 
But you were his advisor, and I under- 
stand you had conversations about the 
campaign laws, etc. Haldeman told me 


that ,jyou were handling all of that for 


us. Go ahead. : 

D. Now. So Liddy went back after 
that and was over at 1701, the com- 
mittee, and this is where I come into 
having put the pieces together after the 
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tact as to what I can put together about 
what happened Liddy sat over there and 
tried to come up with another plan that 
he could sell. (1) They were talking to 
him, telling him that he was putting 
too much money in it, I don’t think they 
were discounting the illegal points. Jeb 
is not a lawyer. He did not know 
whether this is the way the game was 
played and what it was all about. They 
came up, apparently, with another plan, 
but they couldn’t get it approved by 
anybody over there, So Liddy and Hunt 
apparently came to see Chuck Colson, 
and Chuck Colson picked up the tele- 
phone and- called Magruder and said, 
“You all either fish or cut bait. This 
is absurd having these guys over there 
and not using them. If you are not going 
to use them, I may use them.” Things 
of this nature. 


Discussion of Colson | 


P. When was this? D. This was appar- 
ently in February of 72. 

P. Did Colson know what they were 
talking about? D. I can only assume, ' 
because of his close relationship with | 
Hunt, that he had a damn good idea , 
what they were talking about, a damn ' 
good idea, He would probably deny it 
today and probably get away with deny- j 
ing it. But I still—unless Hunt blows 
on him— 

P, But then Hunt isn’t enough. It 
takes two deesn’t it? D, Probably. Prob- 
ably. But Liddy was there also and if 
Liddy were to blow— 

P. Then you have a problem—I was , 
saying as to the criminal liability in 
the White House, D. I will go back over 
that, and take out any of the soft spots. 

P. Colson, you think was the person 
who pushed? D. I think he helped to get 
the thing off the dime. Now something 
else occurred though— 

P, Did Colson—had he talked to any- 
body here? D. No. I think this was— 

P. Did he talk with Haldeman? 

D. No, I don’t think so. But here is 
the next thing that comes in the chain. 
I think Bob was assuming, that they 
had something that was proper over 
there, some intelligence gathering oper- 
ation that Liddy was operating, And 
through Strachan, who was his tickler, 
he started pushing them to get some 
information and they-—Magruder—took 
that as a signal to probably go to 
Mitchell and to say, “They are pushing 
us like crazy for this from the White 
House.” And so Mitchell probably puffed 
on his pipe and said, “Go ahead,” and 
never really reflected on what it was 
all about, So they had some plan that . 
obviously had, I gather, different tar- 
gets they were going to go after, They: 
were going to infiltrate, and bug, and do , 
allthis sort of thing to a Jot of these 
targets. This is knowledge I have after. 
the fact. Apparently after they had in- 
itially broken in and bugged the DNC : 
they were getting information. The in- 
formation was coming over here to 
Strachan and some of it was given to 
Haldeman, there is no doubt about it. 

P. Did he know where it was coming 
from? D. I don’t really know if he would. 

P. Not necessarily? D, Not necessarily. 
Strachan knew it, There is no doubt | 
about it, and whether Strachan—I have : 


never come to press these people on 
these points because it hurts them to 
give up that next inch, so I had to 
piece things together. Strachan was 
aware of receiving information, report- 
ing to Bob, 

A one point Bob even gave instruc- 
tions to change their capabilities from 
Muskie to McGovern, and passed this’ 
back through Strachan to Magruder and 
apparently to Liddy. And Liddy was 
Starting to make arrangements to go in 
and bug the McGovern operation. 

P. They had never bugged Muskie, 
though, did they? D. No. they hadn’t, but 
they had infiltrated it by a secretary. 

P, By a secretary? D. By a secretary 
and a chauffeur, There is nothing illegal 
about that. So the information was com- 
ing over here and then I, finally, after— 
The next point in time that I became 
aware of anything was on June 17th 
when I got the word that there had 
been this break in at the DNC and some- 
body from our Committee had been 
caught in the DNC. And I said, “Oh, 
[expletive deleted.” You know, eventual- 
ly putting the pieces together— 

P. You knew what it was, D. I knew 
who it was. So I called Liddy on Mon- 
day morning and said, “First, Gordon, 
I want to know whether anybody in the 
White House was involved in this.” And 
he said, “No, they weren’t.” I said, “Well 
I want to know how in [adjective de- 
leted] name this happened.” He said, 
“well, I was pushed without mercy by 
Magruder to get in there and to get 
more information, That the information 
‘was not satisfactory. That Magruder said 
‘The White House is not happy with 
what We are getting.’ ” 

P, The White House? D, The White 
House. Yeah? 


Speculation on Strachan 


P, Who do you think was pushing 
him? D. Well, I think it was probably 
Strachan thinking that Bob wanted 
things, because I have seen that happen 
on other occasions where things have 
said to have been of very prime im- 
portance when they really weren’t. 

P, Why at that point in time I won- 
der? I am just trying to think. We had 
just finished the Moscow trip. The Dem- 
ocrats had just nominated McGovern. I 
mean, [expletive deleted], what in the 
hell were these people doing? I can see 
their doing it earlier. I can see the pres- 
sures, but I don’t see why all the pres- 
sure was on then. 

D. I don’t know, other than the fact 
that they might have been looking for 
information about the conventions, P. 
That’s right, D. Because, I understand 
that after the fact that there was a 
plan to bug Larry O’Brien’s suite down 
in Florida. So Lddy told me that this 
is what had happened and this is why 
it had happened. 

P, Where did he learn that there were 
plans to bug Larry O’Brien’s suite? 

D, From Magruder, long after the fact. 

P. Magruder is [unintelligible], 
D, Yeah, Magruder is totally knowledge- 
able on the whole thing. 

P. Yeah. D. All right now, we have 
gone through the trial, I don’t know if 
Mitchell has perjured himself in the 
Grand Jury or not. 

P. *vho? D, Mitchell, I don’t know how 


much knowledge he actually had. I 
know that Magruder has perjured him- 
self in the Grand Jury. I know that 
ponies has perjured himself in the Grand 

ury. 
P, Who is Porter? [unintelligible]. D. 
He is one of Magruder’s deputies. They 
set up this scenario which they ran by 
me. They said, “How about this?” I 
said, “I don’t know. If this is what you 
are going to hang on, fine.” 

P, What did they say in the Grand 
Jury? D. They said, as they said before 
the trial in the Grand Jury, that Liddy 
had come over as counsel and we knew 
he had these capacities to do legitimate 
intelligence. We had no idea what he 
was doing. He was given an authoriza- 
tion of $250,000 to collect information, 
because our surrogates were out on the 
road, They had no protection, and we 
had information that there were going 


to be demonstrations against them, and | 


that we had to have a plan as to what 
liabilities they were going to be con- 
fronted with and Liddy was charged 
with doing this, We had no knowledge 
that he was going to bug the DNC. 


Magruder Was Aware 


P. The point is, that is not true? D. 
That’s right. 

P, Magruder did know iit was going to 
take place? D. Magruder gave the in- 
structions to be back in the DNC, 

P. He did? D. Yes. 

P. You know that? D. Yes. 

P. I. see. O.K. D. I honestly believe 
that no one over here knew that. I 
know that as God is my maker, I had 
no knowledge that they were going to 
do this. 

P. Bob didn’t either, or wouldn’t have 
known that either. You are not the issue 
involved, Had Bob known, he would be. 
D. Bob—I don’t believe specifically 
knew what they were going in there. 

P.T don’t think so. D. I don’t think he 
did. I think he knew that there was a 
capacity to do this but he was not given 
the specific direction. 

P, Did Strachan know? 

D, I think Strachan did now. 

P. [unintelligible] Going back into the 
DNC—Hunt, etc.—this is not under- 
standablef . 

D. So—those people are in trouble 
as a result of the Grand Jury and the 
trial. Mitchell, of course, was never 
called during the trial. Now— 

P. Mitchell has given a swom state- 
ment, hasn’t he? D. Yes, Sir. 

P. To the Jury? D. To the Grand 
Jury. — 

P, You mean ‘the Goldberg arrange- 
ment? D. We had an arrangernent 
whereby he went down with several 
of them, because of the heat of this 
thing and the umplications on the elec- 
tion, we made aa arrangement where 
they could quietly go into the Depart- 
ment of Justice and have one of the 
assistant U.S. Attorneys take their tes- 
timony and then read it before the 
Grand Jury. 

P, I thought Mitchell went. D. That’s 
right, Mitchell was actually called be- 
fore the Grand Jury. The Grand Jury 
would not settle for less, because the 
jurors wanted him. 

P. And he went? D. And he went. 
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P, Good! D. I don’t know what he 
said, I have never seen a transcript of 
the Grand Jury. Now what has hap- 
pened post June 17? I was under pretty 
clear instructions not to investigate this, 


but this could have been disastrous on ° 


the electorate if all hell had broken 
loose. I worked on a theory of con- 
tainment — 

P. Sure, D. To try to hold it right 
where it was. P. Right. 


Full Awareness Noted 


D,. There is no doubt that I was 
totally aware of what the Bureau was 
doing at all times. I was totally aware 
of what the Grand Jury was doing. I 
knew what witnesses were going to 
be called. I knew what they were asked, 
and I had to. 

P, Why did Peterson play the game 
so straight with us? D, Because Peter- 
sen is a soldier. He kept me informed. 
He told me when we had problems, 
where we had problems and the like. 
He believes in you and he believes in 
this Administration, This Administration 
has made him. I don’t think he has 
done anything improper, but he did 
make sure that the investigation was 
narrowed down to the very, very fine 
criminal thing which was a break for 
us. There is no doubt about it. 

P. Do you honestly feel that he did 
an adequate job? D. They ran that 
investigation out to the fullest extent 
they could follow a lead and that was it. 

P, But the way point is, where I 
suppose he could be criticized. for 
doing an adequate job. 

Why didn’t he call Haldeman? Why 

didn’t he get a statement from Solson? 
Oh, they did get Colson! D, That’s 
right. But as based on their FBI imter- 
views, there was no reason to follow up. 
There were no leads there. Colson 
said, 
JT have no knowledge of this” to the 
FBI, Strachan said, “I have no knowl- 
edge” They didn’t ask Strachan any 
questions about Watergate. They asked 
him about Segretti. They said, “What is 
you connection with Liddy?” Strachan 
just said, ‘Well, I met him over there.’. 
They never really pressed him. Strachan 
appeared, as a result of some coaching, 
to be the dumbest paper pusher in the 
bowels of the White House. P, I under- 
stand. 

D, All right. Now post June 17th: 
These guys immediately—it is very 


interesting. [Dean sort of chuckled] - 


Liddy, for example, on the Friday before 
—tI guess it was on the 15th, no, the 16t 
of June—had been in Henry Petersen’s 
office with another mmber of my staff 
on campaign compliance problems. After 
the incident, he ran Kleindienst down at 
Burning Tree Country Club and told 
him ‘You’ve got to get my men out 
of jail? Kleindienst said, ‘You get the 
hell out of here, kid. Whatever you 
have to say, just say to somebody 
else. Don’t bither me.’ But this has 
never come up. Liddy said if they all 
got counsel instantly and said we will 
ride this thing out. Alright, then they 
started makmg demands. ‘We have to 
have attorneys fees, We don’t have 
any money ourselves, and you are ask- 
ing us to take this through the election.’ 


Sees 


1 


All right, so arrangements were made 
through Mitchell, initiating it. Ang I 
was present im discussions where these 
guys had to be taken care of. Their 
attormeys fees had to be done. Kalmbach 
ier brought in. Kalmbach raised soma 
cash, 


Conduit to Cuban 


P. They iut that under the cover of 
a Cuban committee, I suppose? D. Well: 
they had a Cuban committee and they: 
had—some of it was given to Hunt?s, 
lawyer, who in turn passed it out. Yor 
know, when Hunt’s wife was flying te: 
Chicago with $10,000 she was actually 
I understand after the fact now, was 
going to pass that money to one of the 
Cubans—fo meet him in Chicago an¢ 
pass it to somebody there. P. [unin 
telligible] but I would certainly keep 
that cover for whatever it is worth 
D, That’s the most troublesome post, 
thing because (1) Bob is involved .in 
that; (2) John is involved in that; (3) 
I am involved in that; (4) Mitchell ig 
involved in that. And that is an obsture: 
tion of justice. r 

P. In other words the bad it does 
You were taking care of witnesses. How 
did Bob get in it? 

D. Well, they ran out of money ovet 
there. Bob had $350,000 in a safe overx 
here that was really set aside for polling 
purposes. And there was no other soured 
of money, so they came over and said 
you all have got to give us some money, 
I had to go to Bob and say, “Bob, they 
need sOme money over there.” He sajd, 
“What for.” So I had to tell him what 
it was for because he wasn’t just about 
to send money over there willy-nilly. 
And John was involved in those djs: 
cussions. And then we decided there 
was no price tco high to pay to let 
this thing blow up in front of the elec, 
tion. te 

P. I think we should be able to handle 
that issue pretty well. May be soma 
lawsuits. 

D. I think we can too. Here is what 
is happening right now. What sort, of 
brings matters to the [unintelligible} 
One, this is going to be a continua! 
blackmail operation by Hunt and Liddy 
and the Cubans. No doubt about it. And 
McCord, who is another one involved 
McCord has asked for nothing. McCord 
did ask to meet with somebody, with 
Jack Caulfield who is his old friend 
who had gotten him hired over there. 
And when Caulfield had him hired, he 
‘was a perfectly legitimate security man 
And he wanted to talk about commutq 
tion, and things like that. And as you 
know Colson has talked indirectly “t¢ 
Hunt about commutation, All of these 
things are bad, in that they are prob. 
lems, they are promises, they are comp 
mitments. They are the very sort ol 
thing that the Senate is going to be 
looking most for. I don’t think they car 
find them, frankly. ' 

P. Pretty hard, D. Pretty hard. Dama 
hard. It’s all cash. ae 

P. Pretty hard I mean as far as thd 
‘witnesses are concerned. D. Alright, now 
the blackmail is continuing. Hunt called 
one of lawyers from the Re-Election 
Committee on last Friday to leave it 
with him over the weekend. The guy 


came in to see Me to give a message 
directly to me. From Hunt to me. e 
P. Is Hunt out on bail? D. Pardoni 


Hunt Demands for Funds 


P, Is Hunt on bail? D. Hunt is on 
bail. Correct. Hunt now is demanding 
another $72,000 for his own persona’ 
expenses; another $50,000 to pay at 
torneys fees; $120,000. Some (1) hé 
wanted it as of the close of business 
yesterday. He said, “I am going to ba 
sentenced on Friday, and I’ve got te 
get my financial affairs in order.’ 
told this fellow O’Brien, “If you want 
money, you came to the wrong man 
fellow. . 

I am not involved in the money. 1 
don’t know a thing about it. I can’ 
help you. You better scramble abow 
elsewhere.” O’Brien is a_ ballplayer, 
He carried tremendous water forus. ~ 

P. He isn’t Hunt’s lawyer? D. No he 
is our lawyer at the Re-Election Com 
mittee. ae 

P. I see. D.S o he is safe. There is ne 
problem there. So is raises the whole 
question. Hunt has now made a direc 
threat against Ehrlichman. As a resnlf 
of this, this is his blackmail. He says 
“I will bring John Ehrichman down fa 
his knees and put him in jail. I pe 
done enough seemy things for he and. 
Krogh, they'll never survive it.” hy 

P. Was he talking about Ellsbergt 
D. Ellsberg, and apparently some othe) 
pa I don’t know the full extenf 
of it. . 
P. I don’t know about anything else 
D. I don’t know either, and I hate ‘t¢ 
learn some of these things. So that i8 
that situation. Now, where are the sdf 
points? How many people knew about 
this? Well, let me go one step further’ 
in this whole thing. The Cubans that! 
were used in the Watergate were alsc¢ 
the same Cubans that Hunt and Liddy: 
used for this California Ellsberg thing’ 
for the break in out there. So they 
are aware of that. How high their know] 
edge is, is something else. Hunt and 
Liddy, of course, are totally aware of 
it, of the fact that it is right out of 
the White House. 

P. I don’t know what the hell we 
did that for! D. I don’t know either. 


Dean Flies to California we 


P. What in the [expletive deleted’ 
caused this? [unintelligible] D. Mr. Pres- 
ident, there have been a couple doi 
things around here that I have gotten 
wind of. At one time there was a de 
sire to do a second-story job on the 
Brookings Institute where they had th, 
Pentagon papers. Now I flew to Cali- 
fornia because I was told that John had 
instructed it and he said, “I really 
hadn’t. It is a misimpression, but for, 
[expletive deleted, turn it off.” So 1 
did. I came back and turned it off. The 
risk is minimal and the pain is fan- 
tastic. It is something with a funintelli- 
gible] riks and no gain. It is just not 
worth it. But — who knows about al 
this now? You’ve got the Cubans’ law» 
yer, a man by the name of Rothbiatt 
who is a no good, publicity seeking 
[characterization deleted], to be very 
frank with you. He has had to be 
pruned down and tuned off. He was 
canned by his own people because they 
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didn’t trust him. He didnt want them 
to plead guilty. He wants to represent 
them before the Senate. So F. Lee 
Bailey, who was a partner of one of 
the men representing McCord, got in 
and cooled Rothblatt down. i 

So that means that F, Lee Bailey has 
knowledge. Hunt’s lawyer, a man by thé 


name of Bittman, who is an excellent 
criminal lawyer from the Democratic era 
of Bobby Kennedy, he’s got knowledge. 

P. He’s got some knowledge? D. Well 
all the direct knowledge that Hunt and 
iddy have, as well as all the hearsay 
they have. You have these two lawyers 
over at the Re-election Committee who 
did an investigation to find out the 
facts. Slowly, they got the whole 
picture. They are solid. P. But they 
know? D. But they know. You've got, 
then an awful Jot of the principals in- 
volved who know. Some people’s wives 
know. Mrs. Hunt was the savviest 
woman in the wrold. She had the whole 
victure together. 

P. Did she? D. Yes, Apparently, she 
was the pillar of strength in that family 
pefore the death. 

P. Great sadness As a matter of fact, 
there was a discussion with somebody 
‘bout Hunt’s problem on account of his 
wife and I said, of course commutation 
‘ould be considered on the basis of his 
wife’s death, and that is the only con- 
rersation I ever had in that light. D. 
tight. 

D. SO that is it. That is the extent of 
fhe knowledge. So where are the soft 
pots on this? Well, first of all, there 
s the problem of the continued black- 
nail which will not only go on now, 
wit it will go on while these people are 
a prison, and it will compound the ob- 
ttruction of justice situation. It will cost 
soney. It is dangerous. People around 
ere are not pros at this sort of thing. 
this is the sort of thing Mafia people 
an do: washing money, getting clean 
yoney, and things like that, We just 
ion’t know about those things, because 
‘e are not criminals and not used to 
ealing in that business. P. That's right. 


Mitchell’s Concern Cited 


D. It is a tough thing to know how to 
». P. Maybe it takes a gang to do that. 
» That’s right. There is a real prob- 
mm as to whether we could even do it. 
lus there is a real problem in raising 
ioney. Mitchell has been working on 
vising some money. He is one of the 
nes with the most to lose. But there is 
p denying the fact that the White 
ouse, in Ehrlichman, Hadlema and 
ean are involved in some of the early, 
oney decisions. 

P. How much money do you need? 
, I would say these people are going 
‘cost a million over the mext two 
vars. P. We could get that. On the 
oney, if you need the money you 
wid get that. You could get a million 
Ylars. You could get it in cash. I 
tow where it could be gotten. It is not 
sy, but it could be done. But the 
lestion is who the hell would handle 
* Any dieas on that? 

D. That’s right. Well, I think that is 
mething that Mitchell ought to be 
arged with. 


P. I would think so too. D. And get 
me pros to help hi. 
P. Let me say there shouldn’t be a 
: of people running around getting 
mey—D. Well he’s got one peron 
img it who I am not sure is— 
P. Who is that? D. He has Fred LaRue 
ing it. Now Fred started out gomg 
t trying to solicit money from all 
ads of people. 
P. No! D. I had learned about it, and 
iaid, “[expletrve deleted] It is just aw- 
! Don’t do it!’ People are going to 
«® what the money is for. He thas ap- 
rently talks to Tom Pappas. 
P. I know. D. And Pappas has agreed 
come up with a sizeable amount, I 
ther. 
P. What do you think? You don’t need 
million right away, but you need a 
Ilion? Is that right? D. That is right. 
P. You need it in cash don’t you? I 
, just thinking out loud here for a mo- 
mt. Would you put that through the 
ban Committee: D. No. 

Checks, Cash etc. 
». It is going to be checks, cash mon 
etc. How if that ever comes out, are 
® going to handle it? Is the Cuban 
mmittee an obstruction of justice, if 
wy want to help? D. Well they have 
ests in it. 
P. Would that give a little bit of a 
yer? D. That would give some for the 
tans and possibly Hunt. Then you’ve 
} Liddy. McCord is not accepting any 
mey. So he is not a bought man right 
Ww - 
», OK. Go ahead. 
D. Let me continue a little bit right 
e now. When I say this is a growing 
acer, I say it for reasons like this. 
i Krogh, in his testimony before the 
and Jury, was forced to perjure him- 
f. He is haunted by it. Bud said, “I 
ve not had a pleasant day on my 
.” He said, “I told my wife all about 
s. The curtain may ring down one of 
se days, and I may have to face the 
sic, which I am perfectly willing to 


% What did fhe perjure himself on, 
m? D, Did he know the Cubans, He 


tHe said he didn’t? 

). That is right, They didn’t press 
t hard. 

. He might be able to — I am just 
Ing to think, Perjury is an auful hard 
_ to prove, If he could just say that 
» Well, go ahead, 

». Well, so that is one perjury. Mitch- 
and Magruder are potential perjurers. 
we 18 alaways the possibility of any 
of these individuals blowing. Hunt. 
y. Lidy is in jal right now, serving 
time and having a good time right 
vy. I think Liddy in his own bizzare 
y the strongest of all of them. So 
re is tht possibility. 

‘, Your major guy to keep under con- 
Lis Hunt? D. That is right. 

’ I think. Does he know a lot? 
He knows so much. He could sink 
ick Colson, Apparently he is quite 
iwessed with Colson. He thinks Col- 
‘has abandoned him. Colson was to 
et with him when he was out there 
er, you know, he had left the White 
ase. He met with him through his 
‘yer. Hunt raised the question he 


ated money. Colson’s lawyer told him 
son wasn’t doing anything with 
ney. Hunt took offense with that 
aediately, and felt Colson had aban- 
red him. 
‘, Jut lookin at the immediate prob- 
4 don’t you think you have to handle 
nt’s financial situation damn soon? 
2. I think tha is — I talked with 
chell about that last night and — 
‘. It seems to me we have to keep 
cap on th bottle that much, or we 
don't have any options. D. That’s 
right. 

P. Either that or it all blows right 
now? D. That’s the question. 


Role of Kalmbach 


P. We have Hunt, Krogh. Well go 
ahead with the other ones. 

D, Now we’ve got Kalmbach. Kalm- 
bach received, at the close of the ’68 
campaign in January of 1969, he got 
a million $700,000 to be custodian for. 
That came down from New York, and 
was placed in safe deposit boxes here. 
Some other people were on the boxes. 
And ultimately, the money was taken 
out to California. Alright, there is knowl 
edge of the fact that he did start with 
a million seven. Several people know 
this. Now since 1969, he has spent a 
good deal of this money and accountin 
for it is going to be very difficult for 
Herb. For example, the has spent closei 
to $500,000 on private polling, That 
opens up a whole new thing. It is not 
illegal, but more of the same thing. 

P. Everybody does polling. D. That’s 
right. There is nothing criminal about it. 
It’s private polling. 

P. People have done private polling 
all through the years.- There is nothing 
improper. 

D, That’s right. He sent $400,000, as 
he has described to me, somewhere in 
the South for another candidate, I as- 
sume this was! 400,000 that went to 
Wallace. P. Wallace? D. Right. He has 
maintained a man who I only know 
by the name of ‘Tony,’ who is the 
fellow who did the Chappaquiccick stu- 
dy. P. I know about that. 

D. And other odd jobs like that. 
Nothing illegal, but closer. I don’t know 
of anything that Herb has done that 
is illegal, other than the fact that he 
doesn’t want to blow the whistle on 
a lot of people, and may find himself 
in a perjury situation. Well, what will 
happen when they call him up there— 
and he has no immunity? They will 
say, “How did you pay Mr. Segretti? 
He will say, ‘Well, .I had cash on 
hand” ‘How much cash did you have 
on hand?’ Where does it go from there? 
Where did you get the cash’ A full 
series of questions, His bank records 
indicate he had cash on hand, because 
some of these were set up in trustee 
accounts. 

P, How would you handle him, John, 
for example? Would you just have him 
put the whole thing out? I don’t mind 
the $500,000 and the $400,000. D, No— 
that doesn’t bother me either. As I say, 
Herb’s problems are politically embar- 
rassing, but not criminal. P. Well, he 
just handled matters between cam- 
paigns. These were surveys etc., etc 
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There 1s no need to account for that. 
There is no law that requires his ac- 
counting for that. D, Ah, now— 


Money ‘Can Be Explained?’ 


P, Sources of money. There is no 
illegality in having a surplus in cash 
after a campaign, D, No, the money— 
it has always been argueq by Stans 
that it came in the pre-convention pri-~ 
mary for the 1968 race, and it was 
just set aside. That all can be ex- 
plained. P. How about the other proba- 
bilities? 

D. We have a runaway grand jury 
up in the Southern Duastrict. They are 
after Mitchell and Stans on some sort 
of bribe or influence peddling with 
Vesco, They are also going ti try to 
drag Ehrlichman into that. Apparently 
Ehrlichman had some meetings with 
Vesco, also, Don Nixon Jr. came into 
see John a couple of times about the 
problem.’ P, Not about Vesco, but about 
Don Jr.? Ehrlichman never did any- 
thing for Vesco? 

D. No one at the White House has 
done anything for Vesco, P. Well, Ehr- 
lichman doesn’t have to appear there? 
D. Before that granqg jury? Yes, he 
could very well. P. He couldn’t use 
executive privilege? D. Not really, Crim- 
inal charge, that is a little different. 
That would be dynamite to try to de- 
fend that. P. Use the Flanigan analogy? 

D. Right! That’s pretty much the 
over-all picture. And probably the most 
troublesome thing is the Segretti thing. 
Let’s get down to that. Bob has indi- 
cated to me that the has told you a 
lot of it, that he, indeeg did authorize 
it. He did not authorize anything like 
ultimately evolved. He was aware of 
it, He was aware that Chapin and 
Strachan were looking for somebody. 
Again, this is one that has potential 
that Dwight Chapin should have a felo- 
ny in this. He has to disprove a nega- 
tive, The negative is that he didn’t 
control and direct Segretti. 

P. Wouldn’t the felony be perjury 
again? D. No, the felony in this instance 
would be a potential use of one of the 
civil-rights statutes, where anybody who. 
interferes with th campagin of a candi- 
date for national office. 

*P. Why isn’t it under civil rights stat- 
utes for these clowns demonstrating 
against us? 7 

D. I have argued for that very pur- 
pose. P, Really? D. Yes, I have. 

P. We were closer — nuts interfer- 
ing with the campaign. D, That is ex-. 
actly right. P. I have been sick about 
that because it is so bad the way it has 
been put out on the PR side. It has end- 
ed up on the PR side very confused. 

D. What really bothers me is this 
growing situation. As I say, it is grow- 
ing because of the continuedneed to 
provide support for the Watergate peo- 
ple who are going to hold us up for 
everything we’ve got, and the need for 
some people to perjure themselves as 
they go down the road here. If this 
thing ever blows, then we are in a 
cover up situation. I think 1t would be 
extremely damaging to you and the — 

P, Sure. The whole concept of Admin- 
istration justice. Which we connot have! 


D. That is what reaily troubles me. 
For example, what happens if it starts 
breaking, and they do find a criminal 
case against a Haldeman, a Dean, a 
Mitchell, and Ehrlichman? That 1s — 


Dissociation FromPresident 


P. If it really comes down to that, 
we would have to [unintelligible] some 
of the men. 

D. That’s right. I am coming down to 
what I rally think, is that Bob and 
John and John Mitchell and I can sit 
down and spend a day, or however long, 
to figure out one, how this can be 
carved away from you, so that it does 
not damage you or th Presidency. It 
just can’t. You are not involved in it 
and it is something you shouldn’t — 
P. That is true! 

D, I know, sir. I can just tell from 
our conversation that these are things 
that you have no knowledge of. 

P, You certainly can! Buggings, etc.! 
Let me say I am keenly aware of the 
fact Colson, et al. were doing their 
best to get information as we went 
along. But they all knew very well they 
were supposed to comply with the law. 
There was no question about that! You 
feel that really the tngger man was real- 
ly Colson on this then? D. No, He was 
one of us. He was just in the chain. He 
helped push the thing. 

All I know about is the time of 
ITT, he was trying to get something 
going there because ITT was giving us 
a bad time. D. I know he used Hunt. 
P. I knew about that, I didn’t know 
about it, but I knew there was some- 
thing going on. But I didn’t know ét was 
a Hunt, D. What really troubles me is 
one, will this thing not break some day 
and the whole thing—domino situation 
—everything starts crumbling, fingers 
will be pointing. Bob will be accused of 
things he has never heard of and deny 
and try to disprove it. It will get real 
nasty and just be a real bad situation. 
And the person who will be hurt by it 
most will be you and the Presidency, 
and I just don’t think— 

P, First, because I am an executive I 
am supposed to check these things. D. 
That’s right. 


Fear of Soft Spots 


P. Let’s come back to this problem. 
What are your feelings yourself, John? 
You know what they are all sayime. 
What are your feelings about the 
chances? D, I am not confident that we 
can ride through this. I think there are 
soft spots. P. You used to be— D, I am 
not comfortable for this reason. I have 
noticed of recent—since the publicity 
has increased on this thing again, with 
the Gray hearings, that everybody is 
now starting to watch after their behind 
Everyone is getting their own counsel. 
More counsel are getting involved. How 
do I protect my ass. 

P. They are scared, D, That is bad, We 
were able to hold it for a long time. 
Another thing is that my facility to deal 
with the multitude of people I have been 
dealing with has been hampered because 
of Gray’s blowing me up into the front 

age. 

2 >. Your cover is broken? D, That’s 
right and its— P. So what you really 
come to is what we do. Let’s suppose 


that you and Haldeman and Ehrlichman 
and Mitchell way we can’t hold this? 
What then are you going to say? 

What are you going to put out after 
it. Complete disclosure, isn’t that the 
best way to do it? D, Well, one way 
to do it is—P, That would be my view. 

D, One way to do it is for you to 
tell the Attorney General that you 
finally know. Really, this is the first 
time you are getting all the pieces 
together. 

P. Ask for another Grand Jury? D. 
Ask for another Grand Jury. The way 
it should be done though, is a way— 
for example, I think that we could 
avoid criminal liability for countless 
people and the ones that did get it 
could be minimal. 

P. How? D. Well, I think by just 
thinking it all through first as to how. 
You know, some people could be grant- 
ed immunity. 

P, Like Magruder? D. Yeah. To come 
forward, But some people are going to 
have to go to jail. That is the long and 
short of it, also. 

P, Who? Let’s talk about—D, Alright. 
I think I could, For one. 

P. You go to jail? D. That’s right. 

P. Oh, hell no! I can’t see how you 
can. D. Well, because— 

P. I can’t see how. Let me say I 
can’t see how a legal case could be 
made against you, John. 

D. It would be tought but, you know, 
I can see people pointing fingers. You 
know, to get it out of their own, put 
me in an umpossible position, Just really 
give me a (unintelligible) 

P. Oh, no! Let me say Igot the im- 
pression here—But just looking at it 
from a cold legal standpoint: you are 
a lawyer, you were a counsel—doing 
what you did as counsel, You were not 
—What would you go to jail for? D. 
The obstruction of justice. 

P. The obstruction of justice? D. 
You know one of the—that’s why— 

P. Sometimes it is well to give them 
something, and then they don’t want 
the bigger push? 

D. That’s right, I think that, I think 
that with proper coordination with the 
Department of Justice, Henry Petersen 
is the only man I know bright enough 
and knowledgeable enough in the crim- 
inal laws and the process that could 
really tell us how this could be put 
together so that it did the maximum 
to carve it away with a minimum dam- 

age to individuals involved. 

P. Petersen dosen’t know, does he? 
D. That’s right. No, I know he doesn’t 
now. I know he doesn’t now. 

I am talking about somebody who I 
have over the years grown to havé 
enough faith in—you constantly. It © 
would have to put nim in a very difficult 
situation as the Head of the Criminal 
Division of the United States Department 
of Justice, and the oath of office— 

P. No. Talking about you obstruction 
of justice, though, I don’t see it. D. Well, 
I have been a conduit for information 
on taking care of people out there who 
are guilty of crimes. 

P, Oh, you mean like the blackmail- 
ers? D. The blackmailers. Right. 

P. Well, I wonder if that pat of it 
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can’t be—~I wonder jf that doesn’t— 
let me put it frankly: I wonder if that 
coesn’t have to be continued? Let me 
put it this way: let us suppose that you 
get the milhon bucks, and you get the 
proper way to handle it. You could hold 
that side? D. Uh, huh. 

P, It would seem to me that would 
be worthwhile. D. Well, that’s one 
problem. 

P. I know you have a problem here. 

You have the problem with Hunt and 
his clemency. 
D. That’s right. And you are going to 
have a clemency problem with the oth- 
ers, They all are going to expect to be 
out and that may put you in a position 
that is just untenable at some point. 
You know, the Watergate Hearings just 
over, Hunt now demanding clemency or 
he is going to blow. And politically, it’s 
impossible for you to do it, You know, 
after everybody— 

P. That’s right! D. I am not sure 
that you will ever be able to deliver 
on the clemency, It may be just too hot. 

Question of Timing 

P. You can’t do it politically until 
after the ’74 elections, that’s for sure. 
Your point is that even then you couldn’t 
do it, D. That’s right. It may further in- 
volve you in a way you should not be 
involved in this, ' 

P, No—it is wrong that’s for sure. 
D. Well—there .have been some bad 
judgments made. There have been some 
necessary judgments made. 

P. Before the election? D. Before the 
election and in the wake the necessary 
ones, you know, before the election, You 
know, with me there was no way, but 
the burden of this second Administration 
is something that is not going to go 
away, 

P. No, it isn’t. D. It is not going to go 
away, Sir! 

P. It is not going to go away. D. 
Exactly. 

P. The idea, well, that people are 
going to get tired of it and all that sort 
of thing. D. Anything will spark it back 
into life It’s got to be — It’s got to be— 

P. It is too much to the partisan 
interest to others to spark it back into 
life. D. And it seems to me the only 
way — P. Well, also so let’s leave you 
out of it. I don’t think on the obstruc- 
tion of justice thing — I take that out. 
I don’t know why, I think you may be 
over that cliff. D. Well, it is possible. 

P. Who else do you think has — 
D. Potential criminal liability? 

P. Yeah. D. I think Ehrlichman does. 
I think that uh — 

P. Why?D. Because of this conspiracy 
to burglarize the Eilsberg doctors’ office. 

P. That is, provided Hunt’s breaks? 
D. Well, the funny—let me say some- 
thing interesting about that. Within the 
files — 

P. Oh, I thought of it. The picture! 

D. Yes, sir. That is not all that buried. 
And while I think we’ve got it buried, 
there is no telling when it is going to 
pop up. Now the Cubans could start 
this whole thing. When the Ervin Com- 
mittee starts running down why this 
mysterious telephone was here in the 
White House ‘listed in the name of a 
secretary, some of these secretaries have 
a little idea about this, and they can 


be broken down just so fast. That is 
another thing I mentioned in the cycle— 
in the circle. Liddy’s secretary, for 
example, is knowledgeable. Magruder’s 
secretary is knowledgeable. 


‘I Don’t Have a Plan’ 


P. Sure. So Ehrlichman on the — 

D. What I am coming in today with is: 
I don’t have a plan on how to solve it 
right know, but I think it is at the 
juncture that we should begin to think 
in terms of how to cut the losses; how 
to minimize the further growth of this 
thing, rather than further compount it 
by, you know, ultimatedly paying these 
guys forever. I think we've got tolook— 

P. But at the moment, don’t you agree 
it is better to get the Hunt thing that’s 
where that — D, That is worth buy- 
ing time on ' 

P. That is buying time, I agree, 

D. The Grand Jury is going to re- 
convene next week after Sirica sen- 
tences. But that is why I think that 
John and Bob have met with me, They 
have never met with Mitchell on this. 
We have never had a real down and 
out with everybody that has the most 
to lose and it is the most danger -for 
you to have them criminal liabilities. 

I think Bob has a potential criminal 
liability, frankly. In other words, a lot, 
of these people could be indicted, 


P. Yeah. D, They might never be con- 
victed but the thought of spending night 

P. Suppose they are? D, I think that 
would be devastating. 

P. Suppose the worst — that Bob 
is indicted and Ehrlichman is indicted. 
And I must say, we just better than 
try to tough it through, You get the 
point. D. That’s nght. : 

P, If they, for example, say let’s cut 
our losses and you say we ate going 
to go down the road to see if we can 
cut our losses and no more blackmail 
and all the rest, And they the thing 
blows, cutting Bob and the rest to pieces 
You would never recover from that, 
John. D. That’s right, 


Choosing to Fight It Out 


P. It is better to fight it out, Then 
you see that’s the other thing. It’s better 
to fight it out and not let people tesify, 
and so forth. And now, on the other 
hand, we realize that we have these 
weaknesses,—that we have these weak- 
nesses —- in terms of blackmail. D. 
There are two routes, One jis to figure 
out how to cut the losses and minimize 
the human impact and get you up and 
out and away from it in any way. In 
a way it would never come back to 
haunt you, That is one general alterna~ 
tive, The other is to go down the road, 
just hunker down, fight it at every 
corner, every turn, don’t let people test- 
ify — cover it up is what we really 
are talking about. Just keep it buried, 
and just hope that we ean do it, hope 
that we make good decisions at the 
right time, keep our heads cool, we mak 
the right moves, 

_ P. And just take the heat? D, And 
just take the heat. 

P. Now with the second line of at- 
tack, You can discuss this [unintelh- 
gible] the Way you want to, Still con- 


sider my scneme or naving you bref 
the Cabinet, just in very general terms 
and the leaders in very general terms 
and maybe some very general statement 
with regard to my investigation, An- 
swer questions, basically on the basis 
of what they told you, not what you 
know. Haldeman is not involved. Ehrlich 
man is not involved. D, If we go that 
route, Sir, I can give a show we can 
sell them just like we were selling 
Wheties on our position. There’s no— 

P, The problem that you have are 
these mine fields down the road. I think 
the most difficult problem are the guys 
who are going to jail. I think you die 
right about that. 

D. I agree. P. Now. And also the fact 
that we are not going to be able to give 
them clemency. 

d. That’s right. How long will they 
take? How long will they sit there? I 
don’t know. We don’t know what they 
will be sentenced to, There’s always 2 
chance— 

P. Thirty years, isn’t it? D. It could 
be. You know, they haven’t announced 
yet, bu ti-— 

P, Top is thirty years, isn’t it? D. it 
is even righer than that. It is about 50 
years. It all—P. So ridiculous? 

D. And what is so incredible is, he is 
[unintelligible] 

P. People break and enter, etc., and 
get two years. No weapons? No results? 
What the hell are they talking about? 

D. The individuals who are charged 
wth shooting John Stennis are on the 
street. They were given, you know, one 
was put out on his personal recogni- 
zance rather than bond. They’ve got 
these fellows all stuck with $100,000! 
bonds. It’s the same judge, Sirica, let one! 
guy who is charged with shooting a 
United States Senator out on the street. 

P. Sirica? D. Yes—it is phenomenal., 
P. What is the matter with him? [ 
thought he was a hard-liner. 

D. He is, He is just a peculiar animal, 
and he set the bond for one of the others 
somewhere around 50 to 60,000. But 
still, that guy is in. Didn’t make bond, 
but still 60 thousand dollars as opposed 
to $100,000 for these guys is phenome- 
nal. 

P. When could you have this meeting 
with these fellows as I think time is of 
the essence. Could you do it this after- 
noon? 

Discussions With Aides 


D. Well, Mitchell isn’t here. It might 
be worth it to have him come down. 
I think that Bob and John did not want 
to talk to John Mitchell about this, and 
I don’t believe they have had any con- 
versation with him about it. 

P. Well, I will get Haldeman in here 
now. D. Bob and I have talked about it, 
just as we are walking about it this 
morning. I told him I thought that you 
should have the facts and he agrees. Of 
course, we have some tough problems 
down the road if we — [inaudible] let 
me say [unintelligible] How do we han- 
die all [unintelligible] who -knew all 
about this in advance. Let me have some 
of your thoughts on that. 

D. Well we can always, you know, 
on the other side charge them with 
blackmailing us, This is absurd stuff 
they are saying, and— 
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P. See, they way you put it out here, 
letting it all hang out, it may never get 
there. 

(Haldeman enters the room.) 

P, 1 was talking to John about this 
whole situation and he said if we can 
get away from the bits and pieces that 
have broken out. He is right in recom- 
mending that there be a meeting at the 
very first possible time.p I realize Ehrlich 
man is still out in California but, what 
is today? Is tomorrow Thursday? 

H. [unintellible]. D. That’s right. 

P. He does get back. Could we do it 
hursday? This meeting—you can’t do it 
today, can you? D. I don’t think so. I 
was suggesting a meeting with Mitchell. 

P. Mitchell, Ehrlichman, yourself and 
Bob, that is all. Now, Mitchell has to be 
there because he is seriously involved 
and we are trying to keep him with us. 
We have to see how we handl eit from 
here on. We are in the process of hav- 
ing to determine which way to go, and 
John has thought it through as well as 
he can. I don’t want Moore there on this 
occasion. You haven’t told Moore all of 
this, have you? 

D. Moore’s got, by being with me, has 
more bits and pieces. I have had to give 
him. 

P. Right. D. Because he is making 
judgments— 

P. The point is when you get down 
to the PR, once you decide if, what to 
do, we can let him know so forth and 
so on. But it is the kind of thing that I 
think what really has to happen is for 
you to sit down with those three and for 
you to tell them exactly what you told 
me. D. Uh, huh. 


Obstruction of Justice 


P. It may take him about, 35 or 40 
minutes. In other words he knows, John 
knows, about everything and also, what 
all the potential criminal liabilities are. 
whether it is — like thatt hing— what 
about obstruction? D. Obstruction of jus- 
tice. Right. 

P. So forth and so on. I think that’s 
best. Then we have to see what the line 
is. Whether the line is one of continuing 
to run a kind”df" stone wall, and take 
the heat from that, having in mind the 
fact that‘there are vulnerable points 
there;—the vulnerable points being, the 
first vulnerable points would be obvi- 
ous. That would be one of the defen- 
dents, either Hunt, because he is most 
vulnerable in my opmion, might blow 
the whistle and his price is pretty high, 
but at least we can buy the time on 
that as I pointed out to John. Apparen-t 
ly, who is dealing with hhhunt at the mo- 
ment now? Colson’s— 

D. Well, Mitchell’s lawyer and Colson’ 
lawyer both, P. Who is famrhar with 
him? At least he has to know before 
he is sentenced. H. Who is Colson’s 
lawyer? Is he in his law firm? D. 
Shapiro. Right. The other day he came 
up and—H. Colson has told him every- 
thing, hasn’t he? 

D, Yep, I gather he has. The other 
thing that bothered me about that is 
that he is a chatterer, He came up to 
Fred Fielding, of my office, at Colson’s 
going away party. I didn’t go over 
there, It was the Blawr House the other 
night, He said to Fred, he said, “Well, 


Chuck has nad some mugnty serious 
words with his friend Howard and has 
had some mighty serious messages 
back.’ Now, how does he know what 
Fielding knows? Because Fielding knows 
virtually nothing, P. Well— 

H. That is where your dangers lie, 
in all these stupig human errors de- 
veloping, P. Sure. The point is, Bob, 
let’s face it, the secretaries, the as- 
sistants know all of this. The principals 
may be as hard as a rock, but you 
never know when they, or some of their 
people, may crack. "But, we'll see, we'll 
see, Here we have the Hunt problém 
that ought to be handled now, Inci- 
dentally, I do not feel that Colson 
should sit in this meeting. Do you 
agree? 

D. No, I would agree. P. O.K. How 
then—who does sit on Colson? Becatse 
somebody has to, don’t they? D. Chuck 
—P, Talks too much. 

D. I dike Chuck, but I don’t want 
Chuck to know anything that I am 
doing, frankly. P. All right, H. I think 
that is right. I think you want to be 
careful not to give Chuck any more 
knowledge than he’s already got, D. I 
wouldn’t want Chuck to even know of 
the meeting, frankly. ' 

P. Ok. Fortunately, with Chuck it 
is very — I talk to him about many, 
many political things, but I have never 
talked with hum about this sort of thing. 
Very probably, I think he must be damn 
sure that I didn’t know anythmg. And. 
I don’t, In fact, I am surprised by 
what you told me today. From what 
you said, I gathered the impression, 
and of course your analysis does not 
for sure indicate that Chuck knew th 
it was a bugging operation. & 

D. That’s correct, I don’t have — 
Chuck denies ‘having knowledge. 

P, Yet on the other side of that is 
that Hunt had conversations with Chuck. 
It may be that Hunt told Chuck that 
it was bugging, and so forth and so on. 
D. Uh, uh, uh, uh, They were very 
close, They talk too much about too 
many things.. They were intimate on 
this sort of — 

H. That’s the problem, Chuck loves 
[unintelligible]. Chuck loves what he 
does and he loves to talk about it. 

P. He also is a name cropper. Chuck 
may have gone around and talked to 
Hunt and said, well I wag talking to 
the President, and the President feels 
We ought to get information about this; 
or that or the other thing, etc, D. Well, 
Liddy is the same way. - 

P. Well, I have talked about this 
and that and the other thing. I have 
never talked to anybody, but I have 
talked to Chuck and John and the rest 
and I am sure that Chuck might have 
even talked to him along these Ines. 

H. Other than — Well, anything could 
have happened. I was going — 

D. I would doubt that seriously. 


Behavior of Colson 


H, I don’t think he would. Chuck 
is a name dropper in one sense, but 
not in that sense. I think he very care- 
fully keeps away from that, except 
when he is very intentionally bringing 
the President in for the President’s pur- 
poses. 


P, He had the impression though 
apparently he, as it turns out, fhe was 
the trigger man. Or he may well have 
been the trigger man where he just 
called up and said now look here Jeb 
go out and get that information, And 
Liddy and Hunt went out and got it 
at that time. This was February. It 
must have been after — 

D. This was the call to Magruder 
from Colson saying, “fash or cut bait.” 
Hunt and Liddy were in his office. 

H. In Colson’s office? D. In Colson’s 
office. And he called Magruder and 
said, “Let’s fish or cut bait on this 
operation. Let’s get it going.” 

os Oh, really? D. Yearh. This is 
Magruder telling me that. 

H. Of course. That—now wait, 
Magruder testified— 

D. Chuck also told me that Hunt and 
Liddy were in his office when he made 
the call. H. Oh, O.K. 

D. So it was corroborated by the 
principal. 

H. Hunt and Liddy haven’t told you 
that, though? D. No. 

tI. You haven't talked to Hunt and 
Liddy? D. I talked to Liddy once right 
after the incident. 

P. The point is this, that it is now 
time, though, that Mitchell has got to 
sit down, and know where the hell 
all this thing stands, too. You see, John 
is concerned, as you know, about the 
Ehrlichman situation. It worries him a 
great deal because, and this is why the 
Hunt problem is so serious, because 1t 
had nothing to do with the campaign: 
It has to do with the Ellsberg case I 
don’t know what the hell the—[unin- 
telligible} 
jliut what I was going to say— 

P. What is the answer on this? How 
you keep it out, I don’t know. You can’t 
keep it out if Hunt talks. You see the 
point ag irrevelant It has gotten to this 
point— D, You might put it on a nationa 
security grounds basis. 

H, It absolutely was. D. And say that 


this was— H. [unintelligible]—cia— D. 
‘Ah— H. Seriously, : 

P. National Security. We had to get 
information for national security 
grounds. 

On a Confidential Basis 


D. Then the question is, why didn’t 
‘the CIA do it or why didn’t the FBI 
do it? 

* Pp, Because we had to do it on a con- 
fidential basis. 

H. Because we were checking them. 

P. Neither could be trusted. 

H. It has basically never been proven. 

‘There was reason to question their po- 
sition. 
‘ P. With the bombing thing coming out 
and everything coming out, the whole 
thing was national security. D. I think 
‘we could get by on that. 

P. On that one I think we should 
smply say this was a national security 
‘investigation that was conducted, And 
on that basis, I think the same in the 
drug field with Krogh. Krogh could say 
‘feels he did not perjure himself. He 
‘would say it was a national security 
matter. That is why— 
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‘If Magruder Goes Down’ 


D. That is the way Bud rests easy, 
pecause he is voncinced that he was 
doing. He said there was treason about 
the country, and it could have threaten- 
ed the way the war was handled and 
(explitive deleted)— 

P. Bud should just say it was a ques- 
‘tion of national security, and I was not 
in a position to divulge it. Anyway, let’s 
don’t go beyond that. But I do think now 
there is a time when you just don’t want 
to talk to Mitchell. But John is right. 
There must be a four-way talk of the 
particular ones you can trust here. 
We've got to get a decision on it. It is 
not something—you have two ways 
basically. You really only have two 
‘ways to go. You either decide that the 
owhole (explitive deleted) thing is so full 
of problems with potential criminal lia- 
bilities, which most concern me. I don’t 
give a damn about the publicity, We 
could rock that through that if we had 
to let the whole damn thing hang out, 
‘and it would be a lousy story for a 
month. But I can take it. The point is, 
that I don’t want any criminal liabilities. 
That is the thing that I am concerned 
about for members of the White House 
istaff, and I would trust for members of 
the committee. And that means a- 
gruder. D. That’s right. Let’s face it. I 
think Magruder is the major guy over 
there. I think he’s got the most serious 


P. Yeah. 

H. Well, the thing we talked abuot 
yesterday. You have a question where 
you cut off on this, There is a possibility 
ef cutting it at Liddy, where you are 
now. 

P. Yeah. D. But to accomplish that 
requires a continued perjury by Ma- 
gruder and reuires— 

P. And requires total commitment and 
control over all of the defendants which 
—in other words when they are let 
downH. But we can, because they 
don’t know anything heyond Liddy. 
No. On the fact that Liddy, they have 
hearsay. H. But we don’t know about 
Hunt. Maybe Hunt has that tied into 
Colson. We don’t know that though, 
really. 

; P. I think Hunt knows a hell of a lot 
more. D. Ido too. Now what McCord 
does—H. You think he does. I am afraid 
you are right, but we don’t know that. 
- P.1 think .we better assume it. I 
think Colson—D. He is playing hard 
ball. He wouldn’t play hard ball unless 
he were pretty confident that he could 
cause an awful lot of grief. 

H. Right. 

, P. He is playing hard ball with regard 
to Ehrlichman for example, and that sort 
ef thing. He knows what he’s got. H. 
What’s he planning on, money? 

D. Money and—H. Really? 

_P. It’s about $120,000. That’s what, 
Bob. That would be easy. It is not easy 
to deliver, but it is easy to get. Now. 
H. ifthe case is just that w ay,then the 
thing to do if the thing cranks out. 

P. If, for example, you say look we 
are not going to continue to—let’s say, 
frankly, on the assumption that if we 
continue to cut our losses, we are not 
going to win. But in the end, we are go- 
ing to be bled to death. And in the end, it 


ig all going to come out anyway. Then 
you get the worst of both worlds. We are 
going to lose, and people are going to— 

, H. And look like dopes! 

, P. And in effect, look like a cover-up. 
So that we can’t do. Now the other line, 
however, if you take that line, that we 
are not going to continue to cut our 
losses, that means then we have to look 
square inthe eye as to what the hell 
those losses are, and wee which people 
can—soO we can avoid criminal liability. 
Right? 

D. Right. 

. P. And that means keeping it off you. 
Herb has started this Justice thing. We’v 
got to keep it off Herb. Youhaveto keep 
it, naturally, off of Bob, off Chapin, if 
possible, Strachan, right? D. Uh, huh. 

P. And Mitchell. Right? D, Uh huh. H. 
And Magruder, if you can. 


‘if Magruder Goes Down’ 


_P. John Dean’s point is that if Magru- 
der goes down, he will pull everybody 
with him. 

H. That’s my view. Yep, I think Jeb, 
I don’t think he wants to. And I think 
he even would try not to, but I don’t 
think he is able not to. . I don’t think he 
is strong enough. 

P, Another way to do it then Bob, and 
John realizes this, is to continue to try 
to cut our losses. Now. wehave to take 
a.look at that course of action. First it 
is going to require approximately a mil- 
lion dollars to take care of the jackasses 
who are in jail. That can be arranged. 
That could be arranaged. But you real- 
ize that after we are gone, and assum- 
ing we can expend this money, then they 
are going to crack and it would be an 
unseemly story. Frankly, all the people 
aren’t going to care that much. 

D. That’s right. P_ People won't care, 
but people are going to be talking about 
it, there is no question. And the second 
thing is, we are not going to be able 
to deliver on any of a clemency thing. 
You know Colson has gone around on 
this clemency thing with Hunt and the 
rest? 

D. Hunt is now talking about being 
lout by Christmas. H. This Year? D. This 
year, He was told by @iBrien, who is my 
gonveyor of doom back and forth, that 
hell, he would be lucky is he were out 
a year from now, or after Ervin’s hear- 
ings were over. He said how in the 
Lord’s name could you be commuted 
that quickly? He said, “Weil, that is my 
wae ee ee Colson.” 

. By istmas of this ff 
Yeah. oe 

H. See that, really, that is verbal 
evil. Colson is — That is your fatal 
flaw in Chuck. He is an operator in 
expediency, and he will pay at the time 
and where he is to accomplish what- 
ever he is there to do. And that, and 
that’s — I would believe that he has 
made that commitmentf Hunt says he 
has, I would believe he is capable of 
saying that. 

P. The only thing we could do with 
ium would be to parole him like the 
{unintellibible] situation, But you 
couldn’t buy clemency. 

D. Kleindienst has now got control 
of the Parole Board, and he said to tell 
me we could pulll Paroles off now where 


we couldn’t before. So— 

H. Kleindienst always tells you that, 
but I never believe it. 

P, Paroles — let the [unintelligible] 
worry about that. Parole, in appearance, 
etc, is something I think in Hunt’s case, 
you could do Hutn, but you couldn’t 
do the others. You understand. 


Uncertainty on Sentences 


D, Well, so much depends on how 
Sinca sentences. He can sentence in a 
way that makes parole even impossible. 

P, He can? D. Sure. He can do all 
kinds of permanent sentences, 

P. [unintelligible] D, Yeah, He can be 
a [characterization deleted]-as far as 
the whole thing. 

H. Can’t you appeal an unjust sen- 
tence as well as an unjust? D. You have 
60 days to ask the Judge to review it. 
There is no Appellate review of sen- 
tences. H, There isn’t? P. The judge can 
review it. 

H. Only the sentencing judge can 
review his own sentence? P, Coming 
back, though, to this. So you got that 
hanging over. Now! Ii—you see, if 
you let it hang there, you fight with 
them at all or they part—The point is, 
your feeling is that we just can’t con- 
tinue to pay the blackmail of these 
guys? D. I think that is our great 
jeopardy. 

P, Now, let me tell you. We could 
get the money. There is no problem 
in that. We can’t provide the clemency. 
Money could be provided, Mitchell 
could provide the way to deliver it. 
That could be done. See what I mean? 
H. Mitchell says he can’t, doesn’t he? 
D. Mitchell says—there has been an 
interesting phenomena all the way along. 
There have been a lot of people having 
to pull oars and not everybody pulls 
them all the same time, the same way, 
because they develop self-interests. 

H. What John is saying, everybody 
smiles at Dean and says well you better 
get something done about it. D. That’s 
tight, H. Mitchell is leaving Dean hang- 
ing out on him. None of us, well, maybe 
we are doing the same thing to you. 
D. That’s right. H. But let me say this. 
I don’t see how there is any way that 
you can have the White House or any- 
body presently in the White House in- 
voived in trying to gin out this money. 


_ ‘Deeply Enough in That’ 


D. We are already deeply enough 
in that. That is the problem, Bob. P, 
I thought you said— H, We need more 
money. D. Well, in fact when—P. 
Kalmbach? D. Well, Kalmbach H. He’s 
not the one. 

D, No, but when they ran out of 
that money, as you know it came out 
of the 350,000 that was over here. 
P. And they knew that? D. And I had to 
explain what it was for before I could 
get the money. H. In the first place, 
that was put back to LaRue. D, That’s 
right. H. It was put back where it 
belonged, It wasn’t all returned in a 
lump sum. It was put back in pieces. 
D. That's right. 

P. Then LaRue used it for this other 
purpose? D. That’s right, H. And the 
balance was all returned to LaRue, 
but we don’t have any receipt for that. 
We have no way of proving it. D. And 
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I think that was pecause or self-interest 
over there. Mitchell—H. Mitchell told 
LaRue not to take it at all. D. That’s 
right. 

H. That is what you told me. D. 
That’s right. And then don’t give them 
a receipt. 

P. Then what happened? LaRue took 
it, and then what? D. It was sent back 
to him because we just couldn’t continue 
piecemeal giving. Everytime I asked for 
it I had to tell Bob I needed some, or 
something like that, and he had to get 
Gordon Strachan to go up to his safe 
and take it out and take it over to La- 
Rue. And it was just a forever opera- 
tion. 

P. Why did they take it all? D. I just 
sent it along to them. 

H. We had been trying to get a way 
to get that money back out of here any- 
way. And what this was supposed to be 
was loans, This was immediate cash 
needs that was going to be replenished. 
Mitchell was arguing that you can’t take 
the $900,000 back until it is all replen- 
ished. Isn’t that right? D. That is right. 

H. They hadn’t replentshed, so we 
just gave it all back anyway. 

P. I had a feeling we could handle 
this one. D. Well, first of all, I would 
have a hell of a time proving it. That is 
one thing. 


Trying to Raise Money 


P. I just have a feeling on it. Well, it 
sounds like a lot of money, a million 
dollars. Let me say that I think we 
could get -that. I know money is hard 
to raise. But the point is, what we do 
im that—Let’s look at the hard prob- 
em— 

D. That has been, thus far, the most 
difficult problem. That is why these fel- 
lows have been on and off the reserva- 
tion all the way along. 

P. So the hard place is this. Your 
feeling at the present time is the helt 
with the million dollars. I would just 
say to these fellows I am sorry it is all 
off and let them talk. Alright? D. Well. 


P. That’s the way to do it isn’t it, if 
you want to do it clean? 

H. That’s the way. We can live with 
it, because the problem with the black- 
mailing, that is the thing we kept rais- 
ing with you when you said there was a 
money prablem, When you said we need 
$20,000, or $100,000, or something. We 
said yeah, that is what you need today. 
But what do you need tomorrow or next 
year or five years from now? 

P. How long? D. That was just to get 
us through November 7th, though. 

H. That’s what we had to have to 
get through November 7th. There is no 
question. 

D. These fellows could have sold out 
to the Democrats for one-half a million. 

P. These fellows though, as far as 
what has happened up to this time, are 
covered on their situation, because the 
Cuban Committee did this for them dur- 
ing the election? 

D. Well, yeah. We can put that to- 
gether. That isn’t of course quite the 
way it happened, but— 

P. I know, but that’s the way it is go- 
ing to have to happen. D. It’s going to 
have to happen. 


P. Finally, though, so you let i hap- 
pen. So then they go, and so what 
happens? Do they go out and start blow- 
ing the whistle on everybody else? Isn't 
that wahat it really gets down to? D. 
Uh, ‘huh. 

P, So that woudl be the clean way— 
Right! D. Ah~ 

P. Is that—you would go so far as to 
recommend that? D. No, I wouldn't, I 
don’t think necessarily that is the clean- 
est way. One of the things that I think 
we all need to discuss is, is there some 
way that we can get our story before a 
grand jury, so that they can really have 
investigated the White House on this. I 
must say that I have not really thought 
through that alternative, We have been 
so busy on the other containment situa- 
tion. 

P. John Ehrlichman, of course, has 
raised the point of another Grand Jury. 
I just don’t know how you could do it. 
On what basis. I could call for it, but I~ 
D. That would be out of the question.. 

P. I hate to leave with differences in 
view of all this stripped land. I could 
understand this, but I think I want an- 
other Grand Jury proceeding and we will 
have the White House appear before 
them. Is that right John? D. Uh huh. 


Avoiding the Committee 


P. That is the point, see. Of course! 
That would make the difference. I want 
everybody in the White House called. 
And that gives you a reason not to have 
to go before the Ervin and Baker com- 
mittee. It puts it in an executive session, 
in a sense. H, Right. D. That's right. 
H. And there would be some rules of 
evidence, aren’t there? D, There are 
rules of evidence. 

P. Rules of evidence and you have 
lawyers. H. You are in a hell of a lot 
better position than you are up there. 
D. No, you can’t have a lawyer before 
the Grand Jury. 

P, Oh, no. That’s right. H. But you 
do have'rules of evidence. You can re- 
fuse to talk. D. You can take the 5th 
Amendment. 

P. That’s right. H. Yo ucan say you 
have forgotten too can’t you? D. Sure 
but you are chancing a very high risk 
for perjury situation, 


Vesco’s Name Mentioned 


P. But you can say I don’t remember. 
You can say I can’t recall. I can’t Bive 
any answer to that that I can recall. 
H. You have the same perjury thing 
on the Hill don’t you? D. That’s right. 

P, Oh hell, yes. H. And the Ervin 
Committee is a hell of a lot worse to 
deal with. D. That’s right. 

P, The Grand Jury thing has its in 
view of this thing. Suppose we have a 
Grand Jury thing. What would that do 
to the Ervin Committee? Would .it go 
right ahead? D. Probably. Probably. 

P, If we do that on a Grand Jury, 
we would then have a much better 
cause in terms of saying, “Look, this 
is a Grand Jury, in which the prosecu- 
tor—How about a special prosecutor? 
We could use Petersen, or use another 
one. You see he is probably suspect. 
Would you call in another prosecutor? 


D. I would like to have Petersen on 
our side, if I did this thing. . 

P. Well, Petersen is honest. There 
isn’t anybody about to question him is 
there? D. No, but he will get a barrage 
when these Watergate hearings start. 


P. But he can go up and say that 
he has been told to go further with 
the Grand Jury and go in to this and 
that and the other thing. Call every- 
body in the White House, and I want 
them to come and I want them to go 
to the Grand Jury. D. This may happen 
without even our calling for it when 
these— 

P, Vesco? D. No, Well, that is one 
possibility. But also when these people 
go back before the Grand Jury here, 
they are going to-pull all these crim- 
inal defendants back before the Grand 
Jury and immunize them, 

P, Who will do this? D. The U.S. 
Attorney’s Office will. 

P. To do what? D. To let them talk 
about anything further they want to 
talk about. 

P. But what do they gain out of it? 
D. Nothing. 

P. To hell with it! D. They’re going 
to stonewall it, as it now stands, Ex- 
cepting Hunt. That’s why his threat. 
H. It’s Hunt opportunity. 

P. That’s why for ‘your immediate 
things you have no choice but to come 
up with the $120,000, or whatever it 
is, Right? D. That’s right. 

P. Would you agree that that’s the 
prime thing that you damn well better 
get that done? 

D. Obviously he ought to be given 
some signal anyway. 

P. JExpletive deleted], get it. In a way 
that—-who is going to talk to him? 
Colson? He is the one who is supposed 
to know him? 

D. Well, Colson doesn’t have any 
money though, That is the thing. That’s 
been one of the real problems, They 
haven’t been able to raise a million 
dollars in cash. [unintelligible] has been 
just a very difficult problem as we dis- 
cussed before. Mitchell has talked to 
Pappas, and John asked me to call him 


last night after our discussion and after 
you had met with John to see where 
that was. And I said, “Have you talked 
to Pappas?” He was at home, and Martha 


picked up the phone so it was all in: 


code. I said, “Have you talked to the 
Greck?” and he said, “Yes, I have.” 
I said, “Is the Greek .bearing gifts?” 
He said, “Well, Pll call you tomorrow 
on that.” - 

P. Well look, what it is you need on 
that? When—I am not familiar with the 
money situation. D. It sounds easy to 
do and everyone is out there doing it 
and that is where our breakdown has 
come every time. 

P, Well, if you had it, how would you 
get it to somebody? D. Well, I got it to 
LaRue by just leaving it in mail boxes 
and things like that. And someone 
phones Hunt to come and pick it up. 
As I say, we are a bunch of amateurs 
in that business. 

H. That is the thing that we thought 
Mitchell ought to be able to know how 
to find somebody who would know how 
to do all that sort of thing, because none 
of us know how to. 
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D, That’s right. You have to wash the 
money. You can get a $100,000 out of a 
bank, and it all comes in serialized bills. 

P, I understand. 


Vegas or a Bookmaker 


D. And that means you have to go 
to Vegas with it or a bookmaker in 
New York City. I have learned all these 
things after the fact. I will be in great 
shape for the next time around. 

H. [Expletive deleted] 

P. Well, of course you have a surplus 
from the campaign. Is there any other 
money hanging around? 

H. Well, what about the money we 
moved back out of here? 

D. Apparently, there is some there. 
That might be what they can use. I 
don’t know how much is left. 

P. Kalmbach must have some. D. 
Kalmbach doesn’t have a cent. 

P. He doesn’t? H. That $350,000 that 
‘we moved out was all that we saved. 
Because they were afraid to because of 
this. That is the trouble, We are so 
[adjective deleted] square that we get 
caught at everything. 

P. Could I suggest this though: let 
me go back around—- H. Be careful— P. 
The Grand Jury thing has a feel. Right? 
It says we are cooperating well with the 
Grand Jury. 

D. Once we start down any route that 
involves the criminal justice system, 
we've got to have full appreciation that 
there is really ne contro] over that. 
While-we did an amazing job of keeping 
us in on the track before while the 
FBI was out there, and that was the 
only way they found out where they 
were going— 

P. But you’ve got to [unintelligible] 
Let’s take it to a Grand ‘Jury. A new 
Grand Jury would call Magruder again, 
wouldn’t it? 

D. Based on what information? For ex- 
ample, what happens if Dean goes in and 
gives a story. You know, that here is 
the way it all came about. It was sup- 
posed to be a legitimate operation and 
it obviously got off the track. I heard— 
before, but told Haldeman that we 
shouldn’t be involved in it. Then Ma- 
gruder can be called in and questioned 
again about all those meetings and like. 
And it again he’ll begin to change his 
story as to what he told the Grand 
Jury the last time. That way, he is in a 
perjury situation. 

H. Except that is the best leverage 
you’va got with Jeb. He has to keep his 
story straight or he is in real trouble, 
unless they get smart and give him im- 
munity. If they immunize Jeb, then you 
have an interesting problem. 

‘D. We have control over who gets 
immunized, I think they wouldn’t do 
that without our— 


Achieving Cooperation 


P. But you see, the Grand Jury pro- 
ceeding achieves this thing, If we go 
down that road—T[unintelligible] We 
We would be cooperating. We would 
be cooperating through a Grand Jury. 
Everybody would be behind us. That is 
the proper way to this. It should be 
under the kleig lights of the Committee. 
then we would insist on Executive Privi- 


Nobody questions a Grand Jury. And 
lege before the Committee, flat ont say, 
“No we won't do that. It is a matter 
done in the Grand Jury, not up there 
that’s that.” 

H. Then you go the next step. Would 
before the Grand Jury, and so on, and 
we then—The Grand Jury is in execu- 
tive session? D. Yes, they are secret ses- 
sions. H, Alright, then would we agree 
to release our Grand Jury transcripts? 

D. We don’t have the authority to do 
that, That is up to the Court and the 
Court, thus far, has not released the 
ones from the last Grand Jury. 

P, They usually are not. D. It would 
be highly unusual for a Grand Jury to 
come out. What usually happens is— 

H. But a lot of the stuff from the 
Grand Jury came out. 

P, Leaks. D. It came out of the U.S. 
Attorney’s office, more than the Grand 
Jury. We don’t know. Some of the 
Grand Jurors may have blabbered, but 
they were— 

P. Bob, it’s not so bad. It’s bad, but 
‘it’s not the worst place, H. I was going 
the other way there, I was going to say 
that it might be to our interest to get 
it out. 

P. Well, we coud easily do that, Leak 
out certain stuff. We could pretty much 
control that. We’ve got so much more 
control. Now, the other possibility is 
not to go to the Grand Jury. We have 
three things. (1) You just say the hell 
with it, we can’t raise the money, sorry 
Hunt you can say what you want, and 
so on. He blows the whistle. Right? 
D. Right, 

P. If that happens, that raises some 
possibilities about some criminal lia- 
bilities, because he is likely to say a 
hell of a lot of things and will certainly 
get Magruder in on it. D. It will get 
Magruder. It will start the whole FBI 
investigation going again, 

P. Yeah. It would get Magruder, and 
it could possibly get Colson, D. That’s 
right. Could get— 

P. Get Mitchell, Maybe. No. H. Hunt 
can’t get Mitchell. 

D. I don’t think Hunt can get Mitchell, 
Hunt’s got a ot of hearsay. 

P. Ehrlichman? D, Krough could go 
down in smoke, 


National Security Matter 


P. On the other hand—Krough says 
it is a national security matter. Is that 
what he says? D. Yeah, but that won’t 
sell utimately in a criminal situation. 
It may be mitigating on sentences but 
it won’t, in the main matter, 

P. Seems we're going around the 
track. You have no choice on Hunt but 
to try to keep—D. Right now, we have 
no choice. 

P. But my point is, do you ever have 
any choice on Hunt? That is the point. 
No matter what we do here now, John, 
whatever he wants if he doesn’t get it— 
immunity, etc., he is going to blow the 
whistle. D, What I have been trying to 
conceive of is how we could lay out 
everything we know in a way that we 
have told the Grand Jury or somebody 
else, so that if a Hunt blows, so what’s 
new? It’s already been told to a Grand 
Jury and they found no criminal liability 
and they investigated it in full. We're 


sorry fefow—And we don’t, it doesn’t— 

P. Uintelligible] for another year. D. 
That's right. 

P, And unt would get off by telling 
them the Elisberg thing. D. No Hunt wou 
not go to jail for that too—he should 
understand that. 

P. That’s a point too. I don’t think I 
bee era that out. I don’t think we 
n go into everything. [adjective 
deleted] thing Hunt has one: if No. 

P. Some of the things in the national 
security area, Yes, H. Whoever said that 
anya We laid the groundwork for 


P. But here is the point, John. Let’s 
go the other angle, is to decide if you 
open up the Grand Jury: First, it won’t 
be any good, it won’t be believed. And 
then you will have two things going: 
the Grand Jury and the other things, 
commitiee, etc. The Grand Jury appeals 
to me from the standpoint, the Presi- 
dent makes the move. All these charges 
being bandied about, etc., the best thing 
to do is that I have asked the Grand Jury 
to look into any further charges. All 
charges have been raised. That is the 
place to do it, and not before a Com- 
mittee of the Congress, Right? 

D. Yeah. ' 

P. Then, however, we may say, f[ex- 
pletive deleted], we can’t risk that, or 
she'll break loose there. That leaves you 
bi ae third thing. D, Hunker down and 

ight it, - 


‘Hunker Down and Fight It’ 


P. Hunker down and fight it and what 
happens? Your view is that is not real- 
ly a viable option, D. It is a high risk. It 
is a very high risk. 

P. Your view is that what will happen 
on it, that it’s going to come out, That 
something is going to break loose, and— 
D. Something is going to break and— 

P. It will look like the President D. 
is covering up— 

P. Has covered up a huge unintelli- 
gible] D. That’s correct. 

H. But you can’t [inaudible] 

P. You have now moved away from 
the hunker down— D. Well, I have mov 
to the point that we certainly have to ta 
a harder look at the other alternative, 
which we haven’t before. 


P. The other alternative is— D. Yes, 
the other choices. 

P. As a matter of fact, your middle 
ground of Grand Jury. I suppose there 
is a middle ground of a public statement 
without a transcript. 

D. What we need also, Sir — H. But 
John’s view is if we make the public 
statement that we talked about this 
morning, the thing we talked about last 
nigh’? — each of us in our hotel, he says 
that will immediately lead to a grand 
jury. P. Fine — all right, fine. H. AS 
soon s we make that statement, they 
will have to call a grand jury. P. They 
may even make a public statement 
before the grand jury investigations by 
the U.S. Aottrneys office. PB. If we said 
that the reason we had delayed this is 

until after the sentencing — You ses 
that the point is that the reason time 
is of the essence, we can’t play around 
on this. If they are going to sentencg 
on Friday, we are going to have to move 
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on the (expletive deleted) thing pretty, 
fast. See what I mean? D. That’s right, 
P. So we really have a time problem, 
D. The other thing is that the Attorney 
General could call Sirica, and say thet,, 
“The government has some major de- 
velopments that it is considering. Won! 
you hold sentencing for two weeks?’ 
we set ourselves on a course of action. 
P, Yep, yep. 5 
D. See, the sentencing may be in the 
wrong perspective right now. I don’t’ 
know for certain, but Ijust think theré 
are some things that I am not at liberty 
to discuss with you, but I want to ask 
that the Court withhold two weeks 
sentencing. H. So then the story is out: 
“Sirica delays sentencing Watergate’ <= 


‘Good Rapport With Sirica’ 


D. I think that could be handled?im 
& way between Sirica and Lleindienst: 
that it would: not get out. Kleindienst 
apparently does have good rapport with 
Sirica. He has never talked since this. 
case developed, but — P. That’s helpfuly 
So Kleindienst should say that he- i 
working on something and would like’ 
to have a week. I wouldn’t take two 
weeks. I would take a week. D, I wilk 
tell you the person that I feel we couté 
use his counsel on this, because he une 
derstands the criminal process better 
than anybody over here does. 4. Peter- 
sen? 

D. Yes, Petersen, It is awkward far 
Petersen. He is the head of the criminal 
division. But to discuss so me the things: 
with him, we may well want to remove: 
him from the head of the-Criminal Dis- 
vision and say; “That related to thia: 
case, you will have no relation.’ Gives 
him some special assignment Over hers; 
where he could sit down and say, ‘Yesy 
this is an obstruction, but it couldn’t:be. 
proved,” so on and so forth. We almost: 
need him out o there to take his coun 
sel. I don’t think he would want that, 
but he is the most knowledgeable. : 

P. How could we get him out? D. Y. 
think an appeal directly to Henry—-.,. 

P. Why couldn’t the President call, 
him in a Special Counsel to the White. 
House for the purpose of conducting am, 
investigation. Rather than a Dean in. 
Office, having him the Special Counsel, 
to represent us before the Grand Jury,, 

D. Uhave thought of that. That is one; 
possibility. we 

H. On the basis that ean has now, 
become a principal, rather than." 
Counsel, ‘ 

D. I could recommend that 
to you. H. Petersen is planning to leave; 
anyway. D. Is he? a 

P. You could recommend ft and he 
could come over and I would say, “Now 
Petersen, we want you to get to the 
bottom of the damn thing, Call another 
Grand Jury, or anything else.” Correct?. 
Well, now you gotta know whether 
Kleindienst can get Sirica to hold off,. 
Right? Second, you have to get Mitchell 
down here. And you and Ehrlichman 
and Mitchell by tomorrow. a 

H. Why don’t we do that tonight?. 

P. I don’t think you can get Mitchel’ 
that soon, can you? H. John? 7 

P. I would be helpful if you could: 

D. It would be better if he cou 
come down this afternoon. ia 

P. It would be very helpful to geé 


going. Actually, I am perfectly willing 
to meet with the group. I don’t know 
whether I should. H. Do you think you 
want to? 

P. Or maybe have Dean report te me 
at the end, See what conclusions y. 
have reached. I think I need to stay 
away from the Mitchell subject at thi 
point, do you agree? D. Uh, hugh. 

Considering the Options 

D. Unless we see, you know, some 
sort of a reluctant dragon there, 

H. You might meet with the rest of 
us, but I am not sure you would want 
to meet with John in this group at this 
time. 

P. Alright, Fine. And my point is thes 
I think it is good, frankly, to consider 
these various options, And then, ence 
you decide on the right plan, you sayj 
“John,” you say, “No doubts about 
the right plan before the election. Yew 
handled it just right. You contained iti 
And now after the election we have ‘ta 
have another plan. Because we can’t 
for four years have this thing eating 
away.” We can’t do it. 

H. We should change that a little bit. 
John’s point is exactly right. The erosiofi 
here now is going to you, and that. iv 
the thing that we have to turn off at 
whatever cost. We have to turn it off 
at the lowést cost we can, but at what# 
ever cost it takes. D. That's what we 
have to do. é 

P. Well, the erosion is inevitably going 
to come here, apart from anything and: 
all the people sayinh, well, the Watér- 
gate isn’t a major issue. It isn’t. But - 
will be. It’s bound to. [unintellibie] has 
to go out. Delaying is the great danger 
to the White House area, We don't; F 
say that the White House can’t do ‘df; 
Right? D. Yes, Sir. 


March 21, 1973 
(5:20-6:01 P.M.) 


The President, Dean, 
Haldeman and Ehrlichman, 
Executive Office Building 


P. Well, what conclusions have you 
reached up to the moment? H. Well, 
you go round and round and come tp 
with all questions and no answers; 
Right back where you were at wher 
you started. ; 

P. Well, do you have any additional 
thoughts? E. Well, I just don’t think’ 
that the immunity thing will wash=, 

P. In Grand Jury? E. It may but [in- 
audible] John’s Grand Jury packagé 
was— 

P. To get immunity for some—~ E. For 
various witnesses, ; 

P. Who had to go before the Grarid, 
Jury. E. I think you have to figure that 
that is out of the picture. I just don’t 
believe we can do that. It can’t be care 
ried off. H. Either the Grand Jury [in- 
audible] special, or a special panel. D. A 
panel could investigate and report back 
on the whole thmg. Immunized wit- 
nesses can be obtained. 

P. Will it be an indictment of people 
in the Presidential family? D. We have 
pending work on legislation to get :m- 


munity powers at the Department of 
Justice right now, asking them to as- 
sess this, 

P. Well, let’s take the Grand Jury 
now, without immunity, and what are 
your ideas about gettmg out of it? 
D, Well, yes I think that is still a pos- 
sibility, at least for some very drastic 
results [inaudible] statutes later on 
some [inaudible] E. Well, there could be 
people in and out of the White House 
indicted for various offenses, 


Review of the Facts 


P. The other item I mentioned, I 
wouldn’t spend too much time with 
that. E. The other item would be to 
pick out two papers and possibly three 
and say “fexpletive omitted], you 
asked me about this. Here is my review 
of the facts.” I think we disagree as to 
whether or not that is a viable. I think 
you could get out a fairly credible doc- 
ument that would stand up, and that 
would have the effect of turning the 
scope, and would have the effect of 
maybe becoming the battle ground on 
a reduced scope, which I think 1s 1m- 
portant. The big danger in the Ervin 
hearmgs, as I see it, is the committee 
will run out leads into areas that it 
would be better not to have them get 
into. And then Baker could come in 
this direction. And then you could put 
out a basic document that would come 
on in a limited subject that would 
rather consciously hit the target. 

P. The imposing problem is this. Does 
anybody really thmk we can do noth- 
ing? That’s the option, period. If he 
fights it out on this ground, it takes 
all summer. 

102 d ad gate text 1—— — 

H. Which it will, 

P. That’s it, whether or not today 
at the danger point. 

H. Well, we have talked about that. 
We have talked about possible oppor- 
tunities in the Senate. Things may turn 
up that we don’t foresee now. Some peo- 
ple may be sort o playing the odds. 

E. The problem of the Hunt thing or 
some of these other people, there 1s just 
no sign off on them. That problem 
goes on and on, 

P, well, that’s right. If that’s the case 
then, what is your view as to what we 
should do now about Hunt, et cetera? 

E. Well, my view 1s that Hunt’s in- 
terests lie in getting a pardon if he can. 
That ought to be somehow or anothe 
one of the options that he is most par- 
ticularly concerned about. Now, his in- 
direct contacts with John don’t 
contemplate that at all—[mauduble] 

P. He assumes that’s already under- 
stood. 

D. He’s got to get that by Christmas, 
I understand. 

E. That’s right. And if he does, ob- 
viously he has a bigger defense cross- 
wise. 

H. If that blows— E. If that blows 
and that seems to me, although I doubt 
df he is understood, he has really 
turned over backwards since he has 
been in there, However, can he, by 
talking, get a pardon? Clemency from 
the Court? Obviously he has thought of 
this. If he goes im there and tailes this 
Judge before sentencing, if he says, 
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“Your nonor 1 am willing to tell all, I 
don’t want to go to jail. I plead guilty 
to an offense. If I don’t have to go to 
jail, I will cooperate with you and the 
government. I will tell you everything 
I know.” I think that probably he 
oe receive very favorable considera- 
10n. : 

P. Yeah. And then so the point we 
What to do about hutnt — — — —— 
have to, the bridge we have to cross 
there, that you have to cross I under- 
stand quite soon, is what you do about 
Hunt and his present fmance? What do 
we do about that? 

D. Well apparently Mitchell and La- 
Rue are now aware of it so they know 
how he is feeling. 

P. True. Are they going to do some- 
thing? D. Weill, I have not talked with 
either of them. Their positions are 
sympathetic. 

P. Weil, it is a long road isn’t it? 
When you look back on it, as John has 
pointed out here, it really has been a 
long road for all of you, of us. H. It 
sure is. 


P. For all of us, for all of us. That’s 
why you are wrestling with the idea 
of moving in another direction, 

D. That's right. It 1s not only that 
group, but within this circle of people, 
that have tidbits of knowledge, there are 
a lot ofweak individuals and it could be 
one of those who crosses up: the secre- 
tary to Liddy, the secretary to Jeb Ma- 
gruder, Chuck Colson’s secretary, among 
others, will be called before the Senate 
Committee. This is not solved by one 
forum. A civil suit filed by O’Brien 
which for some reason we can’t get 
settled. They are holding oh to it. They 
will have intense civil discovery. They 
may well work hand and glove with 
that Senate Committee. They will go 
out and take depositions and start check 
ing for the inconsistencies, see what is 
in the transcript of one and see what 
people say in the other, [inaudible] 

P. Well, I am not going to worry 
about that. D. Well, they, the people are 
Starting to protect their own behind: 
wight, for example, hired himself a 
lawyer; Colson has retamed a lawyer; 
and now that we are all starting the 
self-protectzon certamly. 

P. Maybe we face the situation. We 
can’t do a damn about the participants. 
If it is gong to be that way eventually, 
why now now? That is what you are 
sort of resigned to, isn’t it? 

D. Well, I thought (inaudible) by keep 
ing on top of it it would not harm you. 
Maybe the individuals ULD GET 
HARMED. 

P. We don’t want to harm the people 
either, That is my concern. We can’t 
harm these young people [inaudible]. 
They were doing things for the best 
interests of their country—that is all. 
H. Well, we don’t have any question 
here of some guy stashing money in 
his pocket. 

P, t isn’t something like this, for ex- 
ample, [expletive omitted] treason. H. 
Well, like Sherman Adams, doint it for 
their own ambition or comfort. 

P. Well, that is why I say on this one 
that we have to realize that the system 


is gomg to run and that is your problem. 
H. The only problem[inaudible]. 

D. It is trtuctured. That your con- 
cern about, “There os something lurking 
here.” Now is the tme to get the facts 
before Richard Nxon himself. Dean 
couldn’t get all the information, People 
wouldnt give it to him. There are 
things, there are a lot of things. And if 
you would like to get all of this infor- 
mation and you lay it before the public, 
but it is not going to come because 
some people go to a Grand 
dry and tell the truth. 

H. Lie? 

P. And it isn’t going to come out of 
the Committee. H. For those reasons. 

D. It woulq not be fair, Go ahead, 
that’s the point, or it may never come 
out. But now us the time io thorw it all 
out. 

H. They are not going to have the 
key witnesses. 

D. So therefore you select a panel of 
the Attorney General, the head of the 
Criminal Division, head of the Curvil 
Division—something hke that. Call on 
everybody in the White House, and tell 
them we want them, we have been in- 
structed by the President to tell him 
exactly what happened. And you won’t 
be prosecuted for it because that is 
not the point now. The point is to get 
out this information. And then you will 
make a decision, based on what you 
learn, whether people can remain in 
the government or not. And if it is 
bad they will be removed or forced 
to resign, If it was something that is 
palatable, they'll go on with their job. 

H. The hue and cry is that this is 
@ super-Presidential Board. And now 
they realize that they have got guilty 
people, and they immunize them so that 
they cannot be prosecuted. 

D. I am not so sure how many people 
would come out guilty. H. The percep- 
tion, as you put it. 

P. The point is, we were talking— 
D. All right, is that better? Or is it 
better to have fimaudible] and things 
blow up and all of a sudden collapse? 
Think about it. 

H. After a little time, the President 
is accused of covering up that way. 

P. That usn’t the point. E. Or is there 
another way? P. Yeah, like— 

E. The Dean statements, where the 
President then makes a bold disclosure 
of everything which he then has. And 
is mn a position if it does collapse at 
a later time to say, “I had the FBI 
and the Grand Jury, and I had my own 
Counsel. I turned over every document 
I could find. I place din my confidence 
young people and as is obvious now 
inaudible] 

P. [inaudible] I toesn’t concern me. 
I mean as far as the policy is con- 
cerned. You as White House Counsel, 
John. I asked for a written report, 
which I do not have, which is very 
general understand. I am thinking now 
in far more general terms, having in 
mind the facts, that where specifics 
are concerned, make it very general, 
your investigation of the case. Not that 
“this man is guilty, this man is not 
guilty,” but “this man did do that.” 
You are going to have to say that, John. 
Segretti inaudible] That has to be said. 
And so under the circumstances, 


E. Could he do this? To give some 
belief to this, that he could attach an 
appendix, listing the FBI reports that 
you had access to: interview with 
Kalmbach, interview with Segretti, in- 
terview with Chapin, Magruder, and 
whoever and me. So that the President 
at some later time is in a position to 
say, “I relied.” 


‘A Bold Disclosure’ 


D. And Dean cooperated on these 
things, E. That’s right. 

P. It also helps with the Gray situa- 
tion because 1t shows Dean’s name on 
the FBI reports as reporting to the 
President. He can say in there, “I have 
not disclosed the contents of these to 
anybody else. Yes, I had access to the 
reports for the purpose of carrying out 
your instructions.” An I know that that 
is true because you are the one I asked 
with regard to my report. 

E. I think the President is in a strong- 
er position later, The President is in a 
stronger position later, if he can be 
shown to have justifiably relied on you 
at this point in time. 

D. Well, there is the argument now 
that Dean’s credibility 1s in question. 
Maybe I shouldn’t do 1t. Maybe someone 
else— 

H. This will rehabilwtate you though. 
Your credibility— 

P, As a matter of act, John, I don’t 
thing you r credibility has been much 
injured. Sure you are under a test that 
they want. You are up there to testify. 
I don’t think it is the credibility, They 
want you to testify. I would not be too 
sensitive about that. You are going to 
make a hell of a good impression. 

E. Beyond that, you can help your 
particpation in the interviews by saying 
that, in addition to having seen the FBE 

synopses, you were present at the time 
of the interviews. 

P. No. Not seeing. You were present 
at the tume of the interviews and that 
you, yourself, conducted interviews of 
the following people. I am just trying 
to think of people, et cetera, that you 
can list, 

D. It will turn it all into a puzzle. 
H. Absolutely, yeah. 

E. I am doing this in furtherance of 
my role 

Issuing a Report 

P. Also, that there has been such a 
lot of—~put out about what you have 

done without referring to the fact, with- 
out being defensive about it, you in- 
tended to— This should not be a letter 
to Eastland, I think this should be a let- 
ter to me. You could say that, “Now, 
now that hearings are going on, I can 
now give a report that we can put ot.” 

H. That is what you can say. In other 
words, he gives you a report because 
you asked him for it, regardless of the 
timelienss, 

D. I am not thinking of that. Don’t 
worry about that. I have no problem 
with the timing, It is just that Liddy and 
McCrod are still out on appeal. That 1s 
why I haven’t tried to do this before. 

H. We are going to have a big period 
of that. I think you could say— 

E. You could say, “I have a report. 
I don’t want to show it. I would not 
want ut published because some fellows’ 
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trial of the case is sti] on.” 

P, Let me say this. The problem with, 
is: I don’t believe that helps on our 
cause, The fact that cover up — I am 
not sure. Maybe I am wrong. The fact 
that the President says, “I have shown 
Ervin.’”? Remember we had nobody there. 
I think that something has to go first. 
We need to put out somethig. 

H. If we worry about the timeliness, 

and try to hang it on a sense thing, 
then we have to ignore the trial, and 
say Dean has given you a report. We 
basically said it was an oral report. The 
thing is that Dean has kept you posted 
from time to time with periodic oral 
reports as this thing, as it becomes 
convenient, You hve asked him now to 
summarize those into an overall sum- 
mary. 
P, Overall summary. And I will make 
the report available to the Ervin Com- 
mittee. And then I offer the Ervin 
Committee report this way, I say “Dear 
Senator Ervin. Here is the report be- 
fore you hearings. You have this report, 
and as I have said previously, any ques- 
tions that are not answered here, you 
can call the White House staff member, 
and they will be directed to answer 
any questions on an informal basis.” 
[inaudible] 

H. Yeah, 

E. Let’s suppose you did do that. 
You did as to the burglary, you did 
at as to Segretti and you made some 
passing comments to money, right? You 
send her up there. Let’s suppose I am 
called at some time. Our position on that 
1s that I wasn’t a prosecutor, that he 
was sent out to do an investigation on 
Ellsberg. And when we discovered what 
he was up to, we stopped’ him. Now, 
I suppose that lets Ellsberg out, be- 
cause there are serach and seizure 
things here that may be sufficient at 
least for a mistrial, if not for — 

P. Isn’t that case about finished yet? 

E, h, it will go a little while yet. 
Let’s suppose that occurred. That it was 
a national security situation. The man 
exercised bad judgment, and I think 
it is dnarguable that he should never 
have peen permitted to go to the Com- 
mittee after that episode, having re- 
fliected on his judgment that way. But 
beyond that, the question is did he 
completely authorize [inaudible] 

P, Yeah. Getting back to this, John. 
You still tilt to the panel idea yourself? 

D. Well, I see in this converstation 
what I have talked about before. They 
do not ultimately solve what I see as 
a grave problem o a cancer growing 
around the Presidentcy. This creates 
another problem. It does not clean the 
problem out. 

P. Well, E, But doesn’t it permit the 
President to clean it out at such time 
as it does comes up? By saying, “In- 
later thing turns up, and I didn’t con- 
done that. And if I had known that be- 
fore, obviously I would have run it 
sown.” 

P. Here’s what John is to. You really 
think you’ve got to clean the cancer 
out now, right? D. Yes sir. P. How 
would you do that? Do you see 
another way? Without breaking down 
our executive privilege. 

D. I see a couple of ways to do it. 
P.. You certaintly don’t want to do it 


at the Senate, do you? D. No sir, I think 
that would be an added trap. P. That’s 
the worst thing. Right. We've got to do 
it. We aren’t asked to do it. 

D. You’ve got to do it, to get the 
credit for it. That gets you above it. 
As I see it, naturally you'll get hurt 
and I hope we can find the answer to 
that problem. E. All right, suppose we 
did this? Supposing you write a report 
to the President on everything you 
know about this. And the President 
then, prior to seeing it, says ‘Did you 
send the report over to the Justice De- 
partment?’ When it goes he says, [un- 
intelligxble] has been at work on this. 
My counsel has been at work on this. 
Here are his findings?’ 

P. Where would you start? I don’t 
know where it stops. Ziegler? The Vice 
President? H. Well, re: Magruder over 
at Commerce. Obviously you would send 
a report over that said Magruder did 
this and that. Well, that is what he is 
talking about apparently. P. And then 
Magruder. The fellow is a free agent. 
H. The free agent. P. Who according 
to the Hunt theory, could pull others 
down with him. 

‘Draw Names’ From Hat 


H. Sure. What would happen? Sure 
as hell we have to assume Dwight 


. would be drawn in. D. Draw numbers 


with names out of a hat to see who 
gets hurt and who doesn’t. That sounds 
about as fair as you can be, because 
anyone can get hurt P. Strachan. This 
wouldn’t do anything to him would 1t? 
D. Strachan? I would say yes. About 
the same as Jeb. H. Do you think so? 

D. Yes, I think he has a problem. 
P. What is the problem about? H. He 
has a problem of knowledge. D. Ma- 
gruder has a problem of action, action 
and perjury. 

H. Well Strachan handled the money. 
That is the problem. D. The thing that 
I would like to happen, if it is possible 
to do it, is —- Hunt has now sent a 
blackmail request directly to the White 


House. P. Who did he sent it to? You? 
D. Yes. P. Or to me? 

D. Your Counsel, H. That is the inter- 
esting kind of thing, there is somthing 
there that may blow it all up that 
way and everything starts going in a 
whole new direction. E. That he would 
hurt the Eastern Asian Defense. Right 
there. That is blackmail. 

H, For example, where does that 
take you? That takes you to your sup- 
port, the other people who are not 
fully aware of the DC end of it, But 
then we didn’t know about it either. 
D. That’s right. Well, then you have 
to get the proper people to say— 

H. Well, see if we go your route, 
you can’t draw the line someplace and 
say — D. No, no you can’t. 

P. You see, if we go your route of 
cutting the cancer out. If we cut it 
out now. Take a Hunt. Well, wouldn’t 


“that knock the hell out from under him? 


D. That’s right. H. If you take your move 
and it goes slightly awry, you have 
a certainty, almost, of Magruder going 
to jail, Chapin going to jail, and you 
going to jail, and probably me going 


. to jail. 


P. No, I question the last two. H. 
Certamly Chapin. Certainly Strachan. 


No, not really. Chapin and Stracnan 
are clean. E. I thmk Strachan is hooked 
on this money. 

P, What money was that? E. He is 
an accessory on undeclared campaign 
funds. H. That’s not his problem. The 
only man responsible for that is the 
Treasurer, I am sure. D. I don’t know 
under the law. 

P. That undeclared was money from 
before 1970, that was 1968. E. Yeah. 
But then it got back into the coffers 
and was used in this campaign. D. Let’s 
say the President sent me to the Grand 
Jury to make a report. Who could I 
actually do anything for? As a practical 
matter, firsthand knowledge, almost no 
one. All I could do would be to give 
them focus point leads. 


Need to See Peters 


P. Right. H. Then they would start 
calling the leads. D. That’s right and 
whether all of them would come down 
or be served. There again, we don’t 
have anybody who could talk to some- 
body who has learned how to process 
that sort of thing on the outside. I 
was talking outside with Bob about 
Henry Petersen. We need to have some- 
one talk to Henry Petersen, who can 
say to Henry, “What does this mean 
in criminal justice? What kind of a 
case could be made on this? What kind 
of sentences would evolve out of that?” 
He would have a pretty good idea of 
most of the statutes that are involved. 
There is so much behind the Statutes. 

P. Do you want to recommend that? 
That you talk to him? D. Well, you are 
putting in his knowledge. P. I see, D. 
There’re a couple of points—RR 

H. It would be even much better. 
Yes. I have this brother-in-law in school 
—D. He wants a wild scenario. H. My 
friend is writing a play, and he wants 
to see how— 

D. It bothens me to do anything fur- 
ther now, sir, when Hunt is our realun- 
known, P. Do you think it is a mistake 
to talk to him? 

D. Yes, I do. P. It doesn’t solve any- 
thing—it’s Just one more step. 

H. The payment to Hunt does too, 
D The payment to Hunt does. That is 
why I say if somebody would assess the 
criminal liability. 

‘ H. Maybe we are mis-assessing it? D. 
Well, maybe. We don’t know. 

P. Would you reply to him? H. I think 
I would. E. How else would you do it? 
You could start down that road. Say 
want to talk with you about some ques- 
tions that arise in the course of my own 
investigation, but I would have to swear 
you to secrecy.” H. If he will take it on 
that basis. 

D. The answer is, of course, in the 
course of this investigation I don’t know 
whether he would talk to me off-the- 
record, H. What are your options? 

E. Boy, if you could eliminate the 
option by taking a legal position. You 
knew nothing about it. 

P. So you don’t see the statement thin 
helping insofar as in anyway sparking 
the start? You think that over some 
more. i 

D. Yes sir. You see it is a temporary i 
cancer. ' 
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Indicate Cooperation : 
P. I agree with that. And the point is, - 
see the statement that we would put 

out: Everything we would intend to say 

in a general statement that I have al- 
ready mdicated with regard to the facts | 
as we send them in, we say people are 
to cooperate, without executiv privi- 
lege, et cetera Statement, it is true, 
is temporary. But it will mdicate that 
the President has looked into the mat- 
ter, has had his Counsel report to him 
and this is the result of the matter. WE 
tell the Committee “we will cooperate.” 

The Commuttee will say no. And so we 

just stand right there. 

D. Well, really I think what will com- 
plicate the problem will be Sirica giving 
a speech from the Bench on Friday when 
he sentences. Where he will charge that 
he doesn’t believe that the trial con- 
ducted by the lawyers for the govern- 
ment presented a legitimate case and 
that he is not convinced that the case ' 
represents the full situation. 

H. In other words—D. It will have a 
dramatic impact coming from the Bench. 
P. That’s right. 

D. I may say in Sirica’s defense, it 
has been charged that there are higher- 
ups involved in this. He may take some 
dramatic action like, he might appoint 
a special prosecutor. Who knows? 

P, Can he do that? D. Sure. 

P. He would appoint a special proseou- 
tor, for what? D, For work in the field 
of investigating. He is the Presiding 
Judge. 

H, You know he can pick the Grand 
Jury. Or he said he could. 

P, The government is going to do 
that for a while. 

D, A week after sentencing they are 
going to take all of the people who 
have been sentenced before a Grand 
Jury — 

P. These same ones? D, Thesé same 
ones. And see if they will now want 
to talk. When it comes to Sirica and 
sentencing, he may be giving the ones 
who talk a lesser sentence. If they don’t 
talk, he will probably leave these long 
sentences stand. ® 

P. Suppose he does that. Where does 
that leave us, John? 

E. I don’t think that is a surprise to 
the defendants. I think their counsel 
has advised them of that. 

P, Right, right. However in terms of 
this, what about a solution? We are 
damned by the courts before Ervin even 
gets started. 

Only Thing We Can Say 

E. The only thing we can say is that 
we have investigated it backwards and 
forwards in the White House, and have 
been satisfied on'the basis of the report 
we had that nobody in the White House 
has been involved in a burglary, no- 
body had notice of it, knowledge of it, 
participated in the planning, or aided or 
abetted it in any way. And it happens 
to be true as for that transaction. 

P, John, you don’t think that is 
enough? D. No, Mr. President, 

E. Let’s try another concomitant to 
that. Supposmg Mitchell were to step 
out on that same day to say, “I have 
been doing some investigation at 1701 
and I fmd — so and so and so and so.” 


P. Such as what? E. I don’t know what 
he would say, but that he wanted to be 
some kind of a spokesman for 1701. 

P, What the hell does one disclose 
that isn’t doing to blow something? I 
don’t have any time. I am sorry. I have 
to leave. Well, good-bye. You meet what 
time tomorrow? H, I am not sure, In 
the morning probably. 


The President, 
Haldeman, Ehrlichman, 
Dean and Mitchell, 


Executive Office Building 


P. Well, John how are you? It is good 
to see you. M. Mr. President, I am just 
great—how are you? 

P. You're a big Wall Street lawyer— 
you do have to admit you're rich—M. 
Not in front of all these people who help 
collect taxes. But I can report that the 
firm is doing quite well. 

P. Are they? E, There isn’t any reason 
why it shouldn’t. M. I would agree. 

E. [first part not audible] Eastland is 
going to postpone any further hearings 
on Gray for two weeks and allow things 
to cool off a little bit. He thinks Gray 
is dead on the floor. 

P. He’s probably right—~poor guy. H. 
Gray, the symbol of wisdom today and 
future counsel for tomorrow. 

D. Maybe someone will shoot him. 
(Laughter) 

P. How’s that? H. He said yes he 
thinks John Dean did lie to the FBI when 
he said he wasn’t sure whether Howard 
Hunt had an office in the White House. 

D. I said I had to check it out—what 
happened is that the agent asked if he 
could see the office. It occurred right 
after an interview and I said I would 
have to check that out. And now it has 
been interpreted that I was lying to the 
FBI about the fact that he had an office 
or didn’t have an office here. 

H. Which wasn’t the question—D. Which 
wasn’t the question—right. 

H. But the headline for tonight will 
be GRAY SAYS DEAN LIES. 

P. Gray apparently didn’t know what 
the testimony was—D. He never really 
sought ,to find out the facts on the 
question. 

P. Or the question, perhaps was put 
in a way that—that he misunderstood 
the question. H. [something inaudible] 

M. Another factor—those agent may 
not have reported it exactly. D. That 
right. : 

H. Gray says it is a matter of the 
FBI interview with Dean on [inaudible] 
—Dean said I will have to check it out 
when asked if Hunt had a White House 
office—he wasn’t asked that—he was 
if they could see the White House of- 
fice Hunt hand, and Dean said I will hav 
to check that. So then they say did Dean 
lie to the agents and perhaps to Gray? 
Looking back I would have to say that 
you were absolutely correct. 

D. It’s such an irrelevant point even 
—that is the funny thing. 

P, As a matter of fact though — 
[inaudible] D. They are working on it 
right and we should have it in the 
next hour. : : 

H. Wasn’t Gray responsible for [in- 
audible, 


D. Well, [inaudible] has it mght now. 
I just talked to him. He would like to 
sit down and have the Senator talk 
to you right now because Byrd has in- 
dicated that he would like to have all 
the records of all the conversations we 
have had since the hearings started. It 
seems to me you had .called me — you 
had imutiated the calls — to report on 
the herings. 

P, Well—what’s that all about? D. 
He’s a very down man right now — 
Imight say. , ! 

H, [Inaudible] Did you check —D. 
They are trymg to find it over there 
right now. They are trying to find a 
copy of the transcript, H. [Inaudible). 

D, In fact that is a good point for 
Ziegler to say — that 1s what xt re- . 
minds me of too. 

naudible] H, [Inaudzble] 

P, Well he may be feeling sorry for 
himself [:naudiblej f 

D. He sounds down — he realized 
after our conversation he sounded down 
— and I said, well I will talk to you' 
later Pat and I needed conversion. He 
sort of paused and said, “boy I’m tired 
— keep the faith.” : 

H. [Inaudible] Has he been coached? , 
D. I don’t think so — Dick Moore is 
talking with him right now to get his 
feeling, - 

P. What did Dick have to say? Hej 
won't be able to get a solution, D. [In- 
audible] on the specifics 


Trying to Get the Facts 1 
He, Here they go — they all get on! 
the wire right quick. 


D. They got material — what they! 
wanted — the information they wantedi 
was in the offrce. 

P, It was in the office? D. To this 
day I don’t really know where Hunt's, 
safe was hidden. 

H. I don’t think there‘ was one — 
was there? H. John has been with Zieg- 
ler this morning. D. Yeah, I left them 
to come over here. 

P, You did. What are they working} 
on? D. They are trying to get all the 
facts right now. The transcripts, the 
hearings, and the frame up. 

P Is that true that [maudible] or the . 
Grand Jury? [Inaudible] ! 

D. In about fifteen or twenty minutes 
I will shoot back over there and [in- | 
audible] | 

P, How long will it take? D. About 
fifteen minutes 

H. John had this inaudible] he had | 

lunch with Howard Baker’s Administia-} 
trve Assistant at the Administrative As-: 
sistant’s request. ’ - 
P. The same one who called Colson?: 
H. I don’t know that it was the safne, 
one Bill had suggested. This fellow: 
wanted to get guidance from Timmons: 
as to what the Pesident was expecting; 
out of the hearings and he was talking 
about this executive privilege business; 
and where we were going to stand on 
that. He expressed the personal view 
that the President could waive exeétu-- 
tive privilege. He did not think Ervir 
would accept the written interrogatories 
and that they would probably go to 
_ the subpoena. tek 
P. [Iaudible] Nothing was raised about 
Baker being concerned that he didivi, 
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have contact — nothing on the earlier 
request was raised at all. He did say 
that Baker was a little pissed off: at 
Kleindienst because he had not met 
with him at all. He had one meeting 
scheduled — on Wednesday — arr 
Kleindienst canceled it. And it has-noté 
been rescheduled — so Baker has ‘had 
no communication with Kleindienst. © +« 
The day it was scheduled was the dd@ 
you had your press conference and en? 
nounced that under executive privilesé 
neither Dean nor anyone else could go 
up which caught Baker unawares, This 
[inaudible] renert 

P. Well, then M. Plus the fact that 
they have impeachment and all Weicker 
does is [maudible] H. Oh year — ir 

P, Don’t get worried — but find Johr' 
a lawyer right quick. H. Well he is ob: 
jecting to the agreement that Ervin made 
with Kleindienst —- he is going to de- 
mand that they subpoena the Attorney 
General and the Director of the FBI to 
produce all the files, and materials they: 
have on it. D. I talked to Klemdienst; 
last night — he raised that, and said 
he is working it out with Weicker’ but 
that Weicker was now dissatisfied with, 
with the hearings and so he thinks the 


views of the Chairman of the Senate: 


Minority will bear the consequences: *: 
Baker Sought Kleindienst |. j 
P, (Inaudible) In a letter to (inaudible) 
P, It is Baker’s idea —- he wanted #9 
talk with Kleindienst and didn’t want’ 
to talk to anybody else. That’s the Way] 
we left it. D. I think that Kleindienst: 
ought to be aware of the fact that, 
Baker is distressed that he hasn’t made: 
a greater effort to see him. “rong 
P, You tell him that will you? b.. . 
will. 2 2 
P. Follow through — E. Could I sug: 
gest that you call Kleindienst? You ha | 
the other conversation with him. Cdulqi 
you call him and say that you have a, 
rumor that Baker is unhappy? Ra 
P. Oh. yes, I will call him and tell 
him that, H. I don’t think he (Baker) 
is standing on his tippy-toes E. Well, 
with all the publicity Baker is not goitiZ’ 
to be in any position fo talk with any-f 
body in the White House. oe 
P. He doesn’t want to talk with any- 
one, he doesn’t want to collaborate. 
H. He wants to cooperate — this guy 
Abrams says he wants to be helpful, 
he wants to work things out. He told} 
the President he wanted to do that 
through the Attorney General. 
P. That’s right but he said he ee 


‘want to talk with anybody but Klein- 


dienst. D, Does Kleindienst know that?i 
P. Yes, of course. H. Yes, he told thel 
President—the President then called! 
Kleindienst and told him. P. Were you 
there? H. Yes. \ 

M. What are they going to collabor- 
ate on? P. Oh, I suppose on such matters 
as whether Gray wants the FBI [inaud- 
ible] E. Well, again, ... P. O.K., all dorie- 

H. Well, again I go back to the fact 
that Bakar says Kleindienst canceléd 
their meeting. He should be called<P.: 
O.K.—you do it, I would think Kleir- 
dienst—H. [something about broadcast] 
M Well that’s another thing... 9s 

M. Well let’s suppose—[inaudible]=86 
you think you can get anything accom- 
plished with Sam Ervin? H. Yeah, ‘bat 
we needn’t be concerned about Baker’s 


[inaudible] with Ervin. P. Well let’s talk 
about Gray—the problem with him is f 
thing he is a litle bit stupid. Frankly. 
I think too maybe Kleindienst dogsr#: 
help him any. aa] 

D. He has up to this point. John- 
Ehrlichman talked to Kleindienst Jasts 
night and asked whether he had beew 
giving Gray guidance. H. The trouble; 
is Dick has been giving him guidance.tor 
bear down—something like this comeg; 
along and Gray overreacts—almost. 
spasm reaction, We had to really lay 
on Gray not to give them access to thet 
FBI files, This literally the opposite of 
what Kleindienst told him. ' 


‘He Should Have Known’ 


P. You shouldn’t have even needed 
that It should have been second nature. 
He should have known you never tum 
over raw files to a full committee. E, [. 
talked to Dick Saturday night and, he 
was beside himself with the’ failure of 
Gray to follow any advice. He said, 
“Hell, we covered this situation care- 
fully. We had a real session on it.” P. 
Well, O.K. Pll help. a 

H. Well, what words of wisdom do 
we have from this august body at this, 
point? E. Our brother Mitchell brings.us 
some knowledge on executive privilég' 
which I believe—M. [inaudible] P. I wish 
Byrd would come out and state—I be- 
lieve it would be well worthwhile to— 
M. Well, there certainly could be strorig- 
er people in Washington, P. There may 
be some. : aS 

Telephone Call taken by the President - 

Hello. Oh Dick, I wanted to tell yot 
on Baker that his administrative as4' 
sistant was talking to Timmons an 
they [inaudiblé] there has not beer ary 
move to have any discussion [inaudiblef 
Well, I just wanted to tell you that the’ 
point is nobody here can talk to Senator 
Baker with any justificdtion at all, © a" 

Really, uh, uh, . 

Today? @ 
Well, the point is we are countin 
on you to be the man there. Dick and 
I want to keep everybody else: out df 
it so—and I told Baker—if you waritr 
to talk with someone here—who would 
like to talke with—he said you, I said 

fine, he is running down here— + 

Yeah. .4 

How about this—why don’t you él 
him on the telephone—and get hin 
down there. It is sort of a line with* 
Baker saying he doesn’t have any céi-: 
tact with the White House. Well, of 
course, he didn’t want that—that is hiv 
fault—not our fault. We have to accept 
that would not be the right thing—on 
the other hand, it is essential for you: 


to give him guidance. I get it, he 
wanted everybody to come back in 
public session. 

Yeah. 

Yeah. No way, etc.. 
Well, we will keep in touch with you, 
Dick—basically [inaudible] that would 
be the best way—in terms of what 
[inaudible] and in our guidelines but 
then I think you really have to be our 
Baker hand-holder too. That’s a hell of 
a@ tough job—you have to have him 
move in with you to do it, huh? Yeah, 
yeah—the way, yeah, yeah, I under- 
stand. Postponed—right, right, yeah, 

Yeah, yeah. 


Right. 

Yeah, 

[Inaudible.] 

Yeah, some of these open—I under- 
stand you were as shocked as I was 
that some.of the raw files had already 
been made available to the committee. 

Did he? 

.Oh, he said so, huh? 

Yeah. 


-Well do what you can. 
x Leter From Weicker 


“Incidentally, with Weicker did you 
work that thing out with him? He said 
hé had written a letter you know— 
yeah. Why don’t you talk to him? Yeah, 
I expected that. Yeah, yeah. Right. You 
don’t—you never have done that be- 
fore. No—that is for the birds, right, 
you were doing it to try to get him 


cleared. All right, let’s leave it this 


way—you will handle Baker now—you 
will baby-sit him starting like in about 
10 minutes? All right. 

{End of telephone conversation.] 

3P. He says he has called Baker a 
dézen times—he is either busy or out 
of, town~—but he says he will try. He 
talked with Weicker for an hour on the 
phone, Well, anyway, he says he has the 
Picture now. I though Kleindienst— 
H. I would guess, 

€P. Oh, ‘yes, he said he talked with 
him for an hour—I talked to Kleindienst 
~zmaybe it’s not Kleindienst, maybe it’s 
Baker. - ‘ 

JH. I would guess that is right. I have 
‘always said—they are always down here 
bitching abeut- nobody calling them~ 
Lokeey giving them anything and all 

mt.” : > . 


P. Yet his Administration Assistant 
called Colson—or that is what Colson 
informed me. ‘H. ‘That is a casual pitch. 

iD. They were looking for some— 
Baker was looking for some such room 
-—~sort of link with the White House. 

iP. It’s got to be Kleindienst. Go ahead 
or executive privilege. How would you 
handle it? ‘M. All I have worked out 
wais—in ‘the ‘form—what we dis- 
eussed —— , 

P. Well, I guess under the situation 
with the statement that we-have, we 
aré in @ position to negotiate with the 
Committee on the how, but we are not 
‘inva position to cross the bridge and just 
‘to’ say Hunt and Liddy will go down— 
‘say this -oné' will go down and testify 
dn open—in-a public session—~and to say 
the Whife House’ staff will not. But 
you've got 2 lot of other ‘things? M. Oh, 
no. * Storey 6 MP 8 7% 8 8 


rraew or 


Pp. Incideritally, ‘that is ‘what I tald - 
Bdker too. We begin with that proposi- * 


stion and see what ‘is there atid what we 
_ can get by with. : 
. MM. On executive privilege, Mr. Presi- 


“dent,” they already have something | 


waived. [Inaudible] The point being is 
that this Seems to be the only way to be 
tinvolved. I would lay out the formula 
with Sam Ervin or negotiate it through 
‘'Baker—or however else we can do it. 
‘And I would also put together a damn 
good PR team thing. The ‘facts can be 
-produced—what about this—what about 
the President’s team? The team is im- 
portant. ; - 


f 
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Going to Talk to Baker 


E. O.K., J have written it. I can see 
that Chapin, for instance, could figure, 
without in any way bringing in the name 
of the President; so I am going to dis- 
cuss right now with Baker that —— 

P. Not Baker. E. Who else would you 
talk to? I've got a report here and I 
think I see where the danger points are 
and where they aren’t. I would want to 
observe obviously any questions that 
may be asked. I can pinpoint some peo- 
ple now that really wouldn't make any 
difference, . 

H. John, you admit you are seeing 
danger points. If you send any one 
member of the White House up to testify 
_it is no danger point for him but if some 
other one can’t because it is a danger 
point then what you are saying is that 
.the President was involved. ; 

E. I didn’t say danger from the sense 
of their being provocative _— 

M. Well, gentlemen for the sake of 
‘discussion [inaudible] the normal proce- 
idure for the Segretti matter and the like 
based on the evaluation of the FBI made 
[inaudible] or whether it is based on 
the Grand Jury and the trial transcript 

‘ Or whatever the record could have been 
‘availablé to me—investigation of ‘the 
!past memorandutn would indict him. 
| inaudible] [two memorandum that the 
courts have public records). 

P. We tried that move, John—M. 
| Well, I did too—before, Mr. President. 
' But now that the indictment has come 

out [inaudible] has the feeling that they 
. have the’documentation back of it. Now 
that the bag has come out. ; 

D. I think the proof is in the pudding, 
$0 to speak—it is how this document 

. is written and until I sit down and write 
‘ that document. I have dene part of it, 
so to speak. I have done the Segretti 
thing and I am relatively satisfied that 
we don’t have any major problems 
there. As I go to part A—to the Water- 
gate—I haven't written—I haven’t gone 
through fhe exercise yet in a real effort 
to write such a réport, and I really 
can’t say until I do it where we are 
and I certainly think it is something 
. that should be done though. . 

P. What do you say on the Water- 
,gate [inaudible] D. We can’t be com- 
plete if we don’t know, all we know is 
what, is what— 

P. It is a negative in setting forth 
general information involving questions. 
; Your consideration—your analysis, et 
‘cetera. You found this, that. Rather 


'than going into every news story and . 


‘every charge, et cetera, et cétera. This, 
ps this—put it down—-I don’t know 
: but 
D. I don’t think I can do it until I 
| sit gown this evening pnd start draft- 
ling. 44. Ithink you oug/."to hold up for 
the weekend and do that and get it 
done. P. Sure. H. Give it your full at- 
tention and get it done. * 


Sent to Camp David 


P. I think you need—why don’t you 
do this? Why don’t you go up to Camp 
David? D. I might do it, I might do it. 

P. Completely away from the phone. 

‘Just go up there and [inaudible] I want 
a written report. 3 


E, That would be my scenario. He 
presents it to you at your request. You 
then publish—finaudible] E. I know 
that but I don’t care. 

H. You are not dealing with the de- 
fendants on trial. You are only dealing 
with White House involvement. You are 
not dealing with the campaign. D. That’s 
where I personally ... . 

P. You could write it in a way that 
you say this report was not comment 
on et cetera, et cetera, but “I have re- 
viewed the record, Mr. President, and 
without at all compromising the right 

| of defendants and so forth, some of 
' whom are on appeal, here are the facts 
with regard to members of the White 
; House staff et cetera, et cetera, that 
, you have -asked me about. I have 
checked the F.B.I. records; I have read 
| the Grand Jury transcripts—et cetera, 
| ef cetera, 
‘ E, Asa matter of fact, you could say, 
; “I will not summarize some of the 
| F.B.1. reports on this stuff because it 
' is my understanding that you may wish 
' to publish this.’ Or you may allude to 
it in that way without saying that fact. 
Just say that I do not summarize all the 
F.B.I. documents and so forth. 

D. it is my understanding that all the 
F.B.L reports have been turned over to 
the Ervin Committee, , § 

“H. Not everything. He has only seén, 
half of them. ' 

D. Another vehicle might be, take the 
report I write and give it to Ervin and 
Baker under the same terms that they. 
got the. F.B.I. repors. You could say, 
. “Now, this has innuendo’ in it—and, 
, from this the press might assume things, 

that shouldn’t be assumed, ‘but I want, 

you to know everything we know.” And 
publicly state that, “I have turned over. 
' a Dean Report to your Committee.” 
| Then begin to say that, “You see that, 
' various people have various ingredients 
which may be of assistance in testify 
' ing. But it is not worth their coming, 
' wp here to be able to repeat to the 
_ Committee what is here in this report 
in some forum where they are going to, 
be treated hke they are in a circus, 
. But I am also willing, based on this 
document, to set some ground rules for 
how we can have these people appear, 
before the Committee.” ; 

H. In case of that the Committee 
would issue a warrant on our phone 
calls, Bully! 

P. That’s right. H. That is all I know, 

. about the damn thing is that the Secret, 
. Service at some point has been bugged. 
D. And that could go on forever with, 
you on that tack. I could draw these, 

things like this Staff into this report 

and have Kleindienst come get it and 

give it to Ervin in confidence—I am, 
| not, talking about documents you see, 
ji am-talking about. something we can, 
' spread as facts. You see you could even, 
‘ write a novel with the facts. 

P. [Inaudible] D. [Inaudible] P. [In- 
audible}. 4 

E. My thought is— 


| ., ‘Not Fighting Committee’ 

|. In other words, rather than fight- 
sing it, we are not fighting the Commit- 
i tee, of course—we are fighting the sit- 
j uation thing. 


E. And I am looking to the future, 
assuming that .some corner of this thing 
comes unstuck, you are then ina posi- 
tion to say, “Look, that document I 
published is the document I relied on, 
that is, the report I relied on.” 

P. This is all we knew. H. That is 
all the stuff we could find out—- / 

E. And now this new development is 
a surprise to me—I am going to fire 
A, B, C and D, now. — 

D. John, let me just raise this. If you 
make: the document public the first 
thing that happens is the press starts 
asking Ziegler about it, expecting the 
document every day. “Well, why did 
Ehrlichman receive the call? How did 
they happen to pick out Ehrlichman? 
What did he, do with the information, 
after he got it?” Keep in mind every, 


item, there will be a full day of quiz~ « 


zing. It will keep up day after day; 
after day. : 

M. Inaudible] I think there should be 
a concerted judgment about when and 
under what circumstances that is put 
out. 

Pp. Another thing, let me say, that 
while Ziegler should be in on this stuff, 
I think Ziegler [inaudible] ' 

D. Well, you have said you are going 
to cooperate with the proper investiga~ 
tion: - 

P. But I am not going.to comment on 
it while it is improper. 

D,-Well, why not put ourselves In a 
framework where you are way out 
above it? You are cooperating with the 
Comimttee, turn over the report, and no 
further comment. i 

P, I think you could get off of having 
Ziegler have to comment—I was trying 
to pull Ziegler off that for my own sake,. 
too. We will give the Committee full 
cooperation, but we are not going to 
comment while the matter is being con- 
sidered by the Committee—unless the 
Committee does this and that— 

H. As John says for that reason don’t 
publish the complete report. Only hand 
it over to the proper legislative com- 
mittees. 

P. Well, then we just turn it over to 
them. Can we get anything else out to 
the public? Putting out a statement to 
Republicans—we got a report from the 
White House? 

E. I just got a report which bears out 
the— H. Ron can make the statement. 

E. Another way to do this would for 
you to have a meeting with Ervin and 
Baker. 

P. Yeah. We have thought of that and 
decided against it. 

E. Well we would have a reason for 
the meeting. This meeting would be for 
the purpose of turning over the docu- 
tment and discussing ground rules and 
before you did that you would have to 
have it all agreed in advance as to what 
the ground rules would be—namely, 
you've got quid -pro quo hare because 
you could come to Baker or to the Com- 
mittee directly and say, “look, I will 
turn over the Dean report to you, pro- 
viding we can agree on how witnesses 
will be treated up there.” You could 
even screw executive privilege. 

P. John—for example, if you were 


bad 
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talking about executive privilege tis 
' really gets down to specifics. What you 
' do about executive privilege. What 

about Colson—does he go or not? 


Colson Has te Go 


D. I think Colson has to go. 

P. He has to go? D, Oh, yes. 

H. Everybody goes under John’s plan 
including Ehrlichman and me—every- 
body except John Dean, who doesn’t go 


- because he’s got the client/lawyer 
' privilege, 


M. I think you and John could be 


* negotiated out. 


P. Should we negotiate it now? M. I 
think the Court would show that a very 
simple thought, involvement with the 


- [inaudible] 


D. Well the trouble is—one of our 
arguments— 

H. Let us go John—I eg see any 
argument against our going if you are 
pe ees let anybody go. D. That's right. 

H. You've got less to hurdle with us 
than you have with some of the others. 
Sure if you get the big fish out there in 
front of the television cameras I think 
you fellows would be tough. I think 
Strachan wouldn’t get them nearly as 
excited as John and me going out there. 

-P. Strachan and Chapin. H. Well, 
Chapin wouldn’t have to go before them. 

H. If you could do it in Executive 
Session, i 

D. Then we would have no reason 
not to go—H. Then why hold us back? 

P, These Executive Session things al- 
ways appeal to me—Now of course you 
could always say [inaudible] 

D. Maybe we could invite the Com- 
mittee down to the Roosevelt Room or 
Blair House. H. Maintain informality. 
H. I don’t know what Hunt will do— 

P. Would Executive Session help? 
E. -Well, Executive Session I suspect 
would at this point—[inaudible] I really 
think these guys are concerned about. 
this Mexican standoff and I think they 
will all—I do think that Ervin’s crack 
on television about arresting people wha 
cross the line about [inaudible] crossing 
the line—litigation 

M. In addition to that you have a 
long~—really lengthy 

P. This thing could go on for a hell 
of a ong time. H. Sure it is going to be 
a long time. 

D: Better take it on the counsel thing. 
H. That’s what he doesn’t want. 


Questions of Chapin 


D. I know, but—H. Someone like 
Dwight Chapin—that’s the easy one— 
you did that with someone who had no 
contact 

P. As bright as he is [inaudible] As 
Tong as Dean—they didn’t test it. We 
asked them to. They didn’t bite that one 
very fast did they John? 

H. Chapin is the guy to ask on. You 
try to go to a federal judge on Chapin 
and that will be a good Court opinion. 
He is a former empoyee. He had no 
policy role, he had no major contact 
with the President. M. [inaudible] 

P. Chapin? M. He is no longer em- 


- ployed. 


H. He is the object of a subpoena. 


' He’s been called to testify at the Gray 


hearings, and what not. But he knows 


he’s done nothing, ; 

M. They could get him up there and 
—E. Well, the precedent on this fright- 
ens me. 

P. We have a precedent problem. In 
the case of a present White House em- 
ployee there will not be a precedent’ 
problem. . 

M. In the case of a present one it 
does not— 

P. Then they would have to go in 
front of the cameras and show how. it 
would not become an important first. 

E. Of course we have the anomoly of 
Clark Mollenhoff running up and trying 
to give testimony in a civil service cere- 
mony here now—saying, “ask me a 
question—ask me a question, This is a 
Kangaroo Court.” The guy running the 
hearing is telling him to sit down and 
shut up, and what is happening here is 
that the government is asserting the 
executive priviege. 

M. No, they are not. That is not ex- 
ecutive privilege. E, It is the closest 
thing to it. The point is, who's privilege 
is it to assert? What do you do with 
a Chapin? I think—I don’t know want 
you to think this is the reason I called 
you—to figure out a scenario but f 
assume that immediately a subpoena is- 
sued, that on behalf of the President 
you would immediately go over to the 
committee saying that the Executive 
asserts privilege. 

P. Let me ask this. This question is 
for John Ehrlichman and Dean. You 
were the two that felt the strongest on 
executive privilege thing. If I am not 
mistaken, you thought we ought ta 
draw a line here. Have you changed 
your mind now? D. No, I think it is a 
terrific statement. It put you just where 
you should be. There is enough flex- 
ibility in it. ‘ 

P. Weil, all John Mitchell is arguing 
then, is that now we use flexibility in 
order to get off the cover-up line. 
E, And as I told him, I am so con- 
vinced that we are right.on the state- 
ment that I have never gone beyond 
that. He argues that we are being hurt 
badly by the way it is being handled. 
And I told him, let’s see—H, 1 think 
that is a valid evaluation on the in- 
dividual point, but that is where you 
look like you are covering up right 
there. That is the only active step that 
you have taken to cover up the Water- 
gate all along was that. : 


Offer te Cooperate 
P. Even though we have offered to 


‘ cooperate? H. On legal grounds& prece- 


dence, tradition, Constitutional grounds 
and all that stuff you are just fine, but 
to theguy who is sitting at home who 
watches John Chancellor say that the 
President is covering this up by this 
historic review blanket of the widest 
exercise of executive privilege in Amer- 
ican history and all that — he says 
“What the hell’s he covering up, if 


he’s got no problem why doesn’t he 


let them go talk.” M. And it relates to’ 


, the Watergate — it doesn’t relate to 


Henry Kissinger — foreign affairs or 
anything. The President and all -that 
business they don’t know what the 
hell you are talking about. 

P. Maybe we shouldn’t have made 


the statement, H. We should have be- 
cause it puts you in a much better po- 
sition. They were over here. That is 
what Ervin wanted. He wanted all of 
us up there with unlimited, total, wide 
open. The statement in a sense puts us 
over here. Now you move back to 
about here and you probably can get 
away with that. : 

E. You can get away with it in the 
Watergate context. You said executive 
privilege and then you applied it in the 
first instance to Gray. I wouldn’t change 
that, and that is .exactly right. At the 
same time you are in a position to-say, 
“Oh,\now there is this other. case and . 
what I regarded there consistent with ‘ 
my statement is so, and so, and so.” 

H. It is very clear—that the ques- 
tions once properly asked don’t have 
any bearing on these people’s relation 
to the President. Which they don’t. The 
President had nothing to do with it. M. 
I don’t know. : 

E. There again, it would be had to get 
proof. You are right and we are going 
to need some of that for our campaign. 
The argument will be that the President 
has backed off his rock solid position . 
on executive privilege and is now letting 
Chapin, Colson, Haldeman: and every- 
body testify. P. [inaudible] E. They are 
saying that there are PR problems, P. 
Bpapie don’t think so—Several—That’s 
right. 

H. They don’t think—they think you 
clamped down an iron curtain and won't 
let anybody out of here ever. It was my . 
understanding—I talked to you or may- 
be someone else—that the Committee’s 
operating rules do not permit witnesses 
to have Counsel, 

D. That is Grand Jury. I have never 
heard that about the Committee, -H. 
About the Committee? D. No—not the 
Committee, 

P. On the contrary the committees— 
ever since the days I was there they 
have always allowed counsel, 

D. I can’t imagine their not allowing 
counsel, P. No sir, committees allow 
counsel. 


Importance of Counsel 


HH. It seems to me if we are going to 
do this that it becomes important to 
any White House staff members who 
testify that they should not only have 
private counsel, personal counsel, but 
that the President’s Counsel should be 
there because you are under oath, as his 
waiver of executive privilege and the 
President’s Counsel should be there to 
enforce the limitation and the witness 
should not have to be in the position of 
Saying, “That is one I can’t answer be- 
cause it is outside the grounds.” 

E. You are appealing that someone 
should do it then for us? 

P. How would it be with the Execu- 
tive Session thing? 

H. They would probably have tele- 
vision at that. What do you do when 
something comes up that is top seeret? 

P. How do you handle that PR wise? 
M. You handle that only with the Ex- 
ecutive Session. Otherwise you come up 
with another Roman holiday like we 
have hada with Kleindienst and Gray. 
A fact-finding operation is there to get 
the facts and not to put on a political 
circus as they have in the past. 
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D. If there were no cameras up there, 
there would-be no reason to have the 


ry 


executive session because —— . Well, | 


then you come back to arguing for an 
Open session with no television cameras, 
‘P. [Inanudible] I forgot about the for- 


them that the discussion of the matter 
is available, E, And then ask him not 
to take a committee move on the sub- 


‘ ject either until —H, Until he has talked 


mal session. It-is a formal session. E, 1 ! 


think that is the least personal ——. 
D. That is correct; we have said—no 
debate and there shouldn’t be. 

M. Well that won’t wash. E, Yeah, 
I probably think it would. P. We ought 
to see about it. D. I think it is arguable. 
They are interested in eliciting informa- 
tion and I think [inaudible] H. Is there 
an executive session of a Senate Com- 
mittee where other Senators can come 
in, where any Senator has the Privilege 
of submitting questions? Senator Ken- 
nedy would want to sit there I am sure. 
P. He can’t ask quéstions. H. He can’t? 
D. Not unless [inaudible] F a 

P. All the members [inaudible] but we 
shall see, But it is normal practice that 
no one can ask questions but members 
of the committee. H. But Teddy could 
Still sit there in the audience and then 
go out to the TV camera and say [inau- 
dible) look, this is what‘ is being said, 
et cetera, P, Oh, well, we are going to 
have that. ‘ 

D. I think if he did that he would be 
terribly criticized. H. I was just think. 
ing in the membership of the commit- 
tee. We are in reasonably good shape 
and that the people we have on the 
committee are not as bad as some Sena- 
tors who would turn the use of TV after- 
wards for their own purposes. 


‘Concerned About P.R? 

P. Not as spectacular. M. [inaudible] 
Could I point out [inaudible] D. [inau- 
dible] H. When do they start hearings 
now? D. [inaudible] P. The topic—here 


1 —we have plenty of time for those hear- 


ings, but what Bob is concerned about, 
the PR. We don’t have much time, 

D. PR is going to start being better 
Tight away with the termination of the 
Gray hearings for ten weeks that will 


let some steam out of that ——. P. The 
t 


PR. What I-meant is, and anyway that 
| the main thing is to do the right thing. 
Don’t rush too fast with the PR but it 
takes times to write, et cetera. John has 
to have time to write this report. Do we 
broach this whether we have a report 
or not? [inaudible voice and answer] 
P. Let me ask you this: On the broach- 
ing ‘of that, should we get ‘Kleindienst 
to be the broacher? ~- 
[Inaudible] 


P, The point is, who else? I can’t. 
D, That’s right. Kleindienst in his con- 
versations, with Ervin and Baker—Ervin 
indicated that he would like to talk 
with Kileindienst about the executive 
privilege question. Maybe it is now time 
to get that channel re-opened again. 

M. Let me make this suggestion. 
| H. Write it qut both chapter and verse 
—Some exhibits. You are gonna 

M. Let me something first. I think 
one of you mentioned having a meeting 
‘with the committee. It might be well 
‘Say you want to discuss the executive 
privilege point with the chairman, But 
‘don’t discuss it with the chairman until 
jyou get up there. At least this advises 


na nr 


to them, or the committee has talked 
about it, 
- “Pi ‘Would this be the time [inaudible] 
P.. Who is going to talk to him? 
E, ‘Who is going to be there? M. Klein- 
dienst talks to— 
®. In other words to Baker and Ervin. 
The conversation could occur like to- 
morrow. We have to move in this direc- 
tion, regardless of the, report, We have 
to. move to start the . negotiation. 
M. Well, I think there is too much lead 
time. It will get into the press before 
the committee meeting, What is Wally 
Johnson’s status? ‘i 
* 3p, That’s funny—because he is still 
here regardless of the fact that he has 
heen announced apparently. I gather he 
will be in with the Attorney General. 


* Yayas thinking maybe to preserve my 


gounsel role with Ervin and Baker that 
I ought to.be present with Kleindienst. 
3P, I agree, and the four .of us. sit 
down and talk about executive privilege 
we won't get into any of the sub- 
stance. _ ' ra = cs 
~P. The thing about your belrig there 
With Kleindienst they might ‘be skepti- 
cal— D. I must say they were pretty 
geod when they -were epee with me 
as counsél—that is one of the: reasons 
I am notsone “of the—finaudible] M.+I 
think it would be appropriate-for your 
counsel to be present. D, That’s right. 

P. All right, Now that that is done 
let’s get down to the questions— D, I 
think that possible Kleindienst ought 
to call today and let Ervin and Baker 
know that he would like to meet with 
them ‘early next week to talk about 
executive privilege and indicate that I 
would be present to see if we can find— 

P. A formula for them to get all the 
information that they desire. D.: That's 
right. 

a This would be’ an unpublicized 
meeting. D. Unpublicized. P. That seems 
to me to be a sensible way. 

H. I wouldn’t say early in the week 
I think he better say ‘Monday so, you 
can get them before they change. — 

®. [Inaudible] What is your position 
on Dean having to testify? H. He might. 

P. We would have to draw a line 
there, wouldn't we John? 

M. I would agree wholeheartedly {in- 
audible} To have your Counsel testify 
would be a mistake. . 

H. Even if Dean would have to, it 
would be a mistake [inaudible] 

P. Well, on the Dean thing—you 
simply say well that is out, Dean has 
made this report and here is everything 
Dean knows. 

E. I think John on Monday you could 
say to Ervin if the question comes up, 
“t know the President’s mind on this 
and he is adamant about my testifying 
as such. At the same time he has al- 
ways indicated that the fruits of my in- 
vestigation should be available to you.’ 
And just leave it at that for the time 
being. 

D. One issue that may come up as 
the hearings go along is the fact that 
the focus on this book is that Dean 
knew—as you all know I was all over 


this thing like a wet blanket, 1 was 
everywhere-—everywhere they look they 
are going to find Dean. P. Sure, 

H. Well, I don’t think that is bad. 
E. I don’t either. You- were supposed 
to be. . . & 

P. You were our investigator. You 
were directed by the President to get 
me ail the facts. Second; as White House 
Counsel you were on it to assist people | 
in the Executive Branch who were being | 
questioned. Say you were there for the | 
purpose of getting information, That : 
was your job, D. That’s right, : 

| 


No Operational Position i 


P. But the main point certainly is that | 
Dean had absolutely no operational ac- | 
tivity. The wonderful thing about your ' 
position is that as far as they are con- 
cerned—your position has never, never | 
been as operative. 

H. That is true—that even in the 
private sessions then—you volunteered ! 
to give them a statement on the whole; 
question of your recommendation of ! 
Liddy, which is the only point of pos-; 
sible kind of substantive culpability 
that you could have and now you can 
satisfy all of those actions—that is 
you want to. 5 

P. At the President’s direction you 
have never done anything operational, 
you_ have always acted as Counsel. 
We've got to keep our eye on the Dean 
thing—just give them some of it—not . 
all of it. I don’t suppose, they say John 
—no—we won't take it. [inaudible] 
Just take the heat of being—on the 
other hand you've got Chapin going 
and you’ve got Colson going, H. No, he 
doesn’t. 

P. You’ve got [inaudible] and [in- . 
audible} going, 

M. You can’t keep them out of all 
these sessions, Bob. I will get back to ' 
[inaudible] on the basis of Chapin’s talk 
to Segretti last weele, i 

D. They can subpoena any of ué.-! 
There is not doubt about that, If they 
don’t serve it here because they can’t 
get in. They can serve you at home , 
somewhere. They can always find you. 

H. We move to Camp David and 
hide!CThey can’t get in there. , 

P. Well, go ahead, D. The question is 
once you are served and you decline— 
then you have a defense situation. Now 
I would say that it would get very dif- 
ficult to believe that they will go to 
contempt on people who are present 
White House employees, : ! 

q. They would on 2 Colson wouldn't 
they? D. That would be a good test 
case for them to go on, The other thing , 
though is they could subpoena ‘Colson ; 
to come up there and Colson could ten : 
say, “Well, I decline to testify on the 
grounds that I think it is privileged 
communication, or privileged activity.” 
Again you gét a little fuzzier. ‘ 

M. If they ask some unusual 
tions—D, Yes, that’s right: 

D. Then it will get much fuzzier ag 
to whether or not they would cite him 
for contempt or not, 2 


Who Would Be Called 
P. Suppose the Judge tomorrow orders 
the move when he opens up the Grand 
Jury and says I want them to call 
Haldeman-Ehrlichman and everybody _ 


ques- 
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else they didn’t call before, D, They 
would send them all down.” : 

P. Then do you still go on this with 
the Ervin Committee—the point is—if 
the Grand Jury decides to go into this 
thing, what do you think of that? 


E, I think you say, “Based on what I 


know about this case, I can see no : 


reason why I should be concerned about 
what the Grand Jury process is about.” 
That’syall, 

P. Then they would have to de both— 
appear before the Grand Jury and the 
Committe? D. Sure. - . 4° 

E. You have to bottom your defense, 
your position on the report. And the re- 
port says nobody was involved, and 
you. have to stay consistent with that. 

M. Theoretically, I think you will find 
the Grand Jury is not about to get 
mixed up with that sort of thing; 

« H. [naudible] Well, there is danger in 
a Grand Jury.n zr 


‘> D. Well, there are no rules. 


‘ Q, Well, Grand Juries are not really 
very fair sometimes—D, That’s right. 
M.. [naudible} = 

H. What would happen? Would. Sil- 
bert be the prosecutor on this? - 

D. Unless the court appointed a spe- 
cial prosecuter. H. Which he could do. 

P. We-better see tomorrow atout 
that — but — if that is the case who 
is to move ‘now on the first one? Wha 
is to call Kleindienst? 

D. Iam to follow through with Klein- 
dienst, Sir.,Ja m going to call him and 
telt him to call Baker first and then 
Ervin and tell them that you would 
like to meet with them on Monday go 
discuss and to explore ~~ a formula 
for providing the information they need 
that in a way that does not cause .a 


conflict with general policies on exech- . 


tive privilege. ~ y 
P. ‘Yet meets their need for informa- 
tion, Right?.D. Right. 


- P. They have requested that kind ‘of 
@ talk, already, haven’t they? D. Yes. 


$ 


- M. You will sit down with Dick, Mr. . 


' President? 


P. Yes, yes. I don’t want you to tallc 
about this report with anyone. 

D. Well, we are going out over the 
weekend [inaudible] af 

H. Also write out a thing for Kl¢in- 
dienst so that — . 

P. I think you can talk to Kleindienst. 
I think you can do most of the talking. 


| You can do it. 


.. D. I don’t think we ough tto read 
anything in this first session but I think 
we ought to let them know that We 
are thinking about reaching some sort 


of — 
P. Saying, “What would you think 
Wy 


here?’ H. Stay loose. i 
.° *° About Informal Session i 
BP. We want. to see what can ‘he 
worthwhile with regard to this ~— we 
will talk about informal sessions. Has 
Ervin’s position been he insists on fore 
mal sessions? Is that his position? =" 
D. Well, we don’t know, We have 
never really discussed it. A 
_H. His response to your position a 
naturally that is what you have now’— 
that, is Ervin’s response — that writtén 
stuff isn’t any good, “I want the body, 
we really can’t ask a piece of papér 


questions.” Now, what we 
is that... ; Es 
P. The written ‘thing ‘was in whit? 
E. That was,a Ziegler [inaudible] I be- 
lieve, not a statement, | oe 
H. But it is a‘ genéarl thing. That 
was in your press conference. You, 
they will provide written — I thine 
you saidit— #8 
P. I may have said -it. H. I think 
you did in the press conference and 
Ervines response is to that. Your stat#- 
ment could have been, “these people 
will. be, happy to provide written afi- 
swers to appropriate questions.” =“ 
P, Are you sure it wasn’t ih a oe 
ment? E. No, I am sure we used in 
formal — ; 7 
. D. It\came up the third time wien 
I responded to Eastland’ sinvitation 0 
furnish information, and you said we 
would furnish written information and 
then it was repeated afte rthat — tht 
we wauld be happy to supply infor- 
mation in writing. . & 
H. Then Ervin responded—he spécifi- 
cally rejected that ony on the grounds 
that you can’t ask questions of a piéte 
of paper. So we are giving him that op- 
portunity. He hasn’t said that the. prg- 
cesses of the Senate require that those 
quesetions be answered in [inaudiblef,! 
P..What is the argument’ that you 
give John to people as to why Exedit-- 
tive Session rather than an open $Ef> ° 
sion? D. Well,I— =, . : Z 
P. You can’t really give—you can’t 
realy attack the committee's guiden. 
What do you say? D. Well, I think whit 
I would do is to ‘talk a little about the 
position in our mind—with the position 
he took so vocally in the Gravell case. 
P, That’s right. D. Where he came ditt 
and said that a legislative aide could not 
be called to question for advice ‘they 
give their Senator or Congressman. Ha 
just went on and at great length cited _ 
executive privilege, etc. - 28 
P. He will say this is not advice ta 
the President. Go ahead. D. Then I wiik 
say that these aré men who do adviée 
the President and we have to draw the 
line. + 
P. And that’s the principle involved 
and to have that principle discussed in 
open session forum is the kind of thing 
where you have to go off to the bench 


are saying 


. where the jury doesn’t hear it; D. Wel 


» H. 2 don’t think, John or Dick, :: 
they’re in a Monday meeting should tip 
their hand and offer to appear in Exectt- 
tive Session and get them on to the 
Executive Session wicket. D. No, 10;:¥ 
agree. ‘ow 
q iM 
A Willingness to Listen 4 

H. We Should openly indicate 2 wille 
ingness ‘to listen to ideas as to whit 
would be done and an open-mindedneds 
to try to work something out. If that 
is going to become the issue it seems 
to me that that is an issue we couki 
win publicly where we may not be able - 
to win it with the-Senate. E. Where df 
we go in with the idea of expressing 
the President’s concern about the pra- 
tection of his people is expected. 2 

P. I am also concerned about frankly 
having matters of seniority debated pub- 
licly. That is a matter that ought to be 
debated privately. D. That’s right. 


P, And the ract tnat 1t 1s raised dogs 
not indicate guilt. That is part of his 
argument for Gravell, too. That. fact 
that it is raised does not indicate guit. 
That is what we are really taking about 
here. But having it in public session, 
those—D. ‘I will work out a complete 
negotiating scenario and have thought 
it through before I go up. H. Your ob- 
jective in. that meeting is simply for you 
to indicate to them a willingness to dis- 
cuss, It is not to have a proposal for 
them to accept or reject. es 

D. I agree. The scenario is for mys 
and for Dick [inaudible]—it is a record 
for the future. P. It is the record for the 
future. Maybe you can tell Ervin on the 
mountaintop that this is a good way to 
set up a procedure for the future. You 
know what I mean, where future cases 
of this sort are involved. We are making 
@ lot of history here, Senator. M. And 
the Senator can be a great part of it. 

P. A lot of history. We are setting a 


Stirring precedent. The President, after ' 


all, let’s find out what the President 
did know, talk about the Hiss case. D. 
Ervin away from his staff is not very 
much and Ith ink he might just give 
Up the store himself right there and lock 
himself in. You know I have realt with 
him for a number of years and have 
seen that happen. I have reached accord 
with him on legislation—H. If he holds 
out for anything you may get an answer 
from him—T[inaudible] 

P, Suppose now he just takes the 
adamant line—nothing? D. Doesn’t 
sound like Richardson’s information— 
sounds like him sitting and saying 
nothing. P. Well, if he just says, “We 
are going to have public sessions. It’s 


ot to be that or else.” E. Then we say, | : j 
# - y: . hanging out publicly or privately. 


“Maybe we have a law suit Senator and 
it is going to be a long while before 
legislative hearings and what not.” 


‘Get Baker Enlisted? 


P. If you want your hearings—then 
that is the other thing. The other point 
is would it not be helpful to get, Baker 
enlisted in some way in advance. If that 
could be done not begging him. Could 
we put Kleindienst to that thing? M. 
On the second step—not on the opening 
step. P, Even on the opening step the 
problem that I have here is that if 
Baker sits there and just parrots Ervin’s 
adamant statement—‘Hell no, there 
can’t be anything except public session,’ 
you have nothing to do. 

M. You know how these Senators 
act-—Baker will lay the whole thing out 
on the table. P. Yes, I guess you are 
right. Baker, on the other hand, Klein- 
dienst should at least call and say look 
Howard, ‘Why don’t you try to work 
something out here?’ H. Baker could in 
effect say—-we want to work something 
out—what can you give us? 

P. You can’t be tough. Right now, 
Howard is just going for a lawsuit. H. 
Give us a hand and try to open this up. 
Baker could find that much there, to be 
positive this time around. D. Don’t lock 
yourself in—we will have another ses- 
sion or so on it. P. Yeah, the other 
point is if they insist [inaudible] it be- 
comes essential, then that this be for- 
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gotten and then have a lawsuit. 

E. You say well than O.K., why don’t 
we now discuss are we going to go 
legally and perhaps we can at least 
agree on what apparent legal issues 
there are, so instead of being three 
years it will only be a year and a half. 

H. Get it settled before this Adminis- 
tration moves, or gets kicked out, 

D. They know it is many months, who 
they are going after and under the cir- 
cumstances that they know they have 
a tough law suit ahead of them. They 
have to hire counsel, It is going to cost 
money to freeze it on their side; they 
don’t have money. They don’t have 
Department of Justice to handle their 
case; they have to bring in special 
counsel who probably know nothing 
about executive privilege, will have to 
, be educated. Get the Library of Congress 
clanking away getting all the precedence 
out and the like. H. We’ve got all that. 

D. It is a major operation for them 
to bring in. They have to get a resolu- 
tion of the Senate to do it—— 
| E. Of course, Ervin is a constitutional 
expert himself. Any Conor eae expert 
| might want to do that. 

P. Yeah. Have you considered any 
_ other possibilities? John, you are the one 
| who is supposed to know the bodies. 

D. That’s right. I think we have had 
| a good go-round on the things now. 


| Determining Strategy 


P. Do you think we want to go this 
route now? Let is hang out so to speak? 
D. Well, it isn’t really that-—— 

H. Ys a limited hang out. D. It. is 


| a limited hang out. It’s not an absolute 


hang out. : 
P. But some of the questions look big 


D. What it is doing, Mr. President, 
is getting you up above and away from 
it. That is the most important thing. 

P. Oh, I know. I suggested that the 
other day and they all came down 
negative on it. Now what has changed 
their minds? 

D. Lack of candidate or a body. 
H.. Laughter. M. [Inaudible] We went 
down every alley. 

P. I feel that at a very minimum 
we've got to have this statement. Let’s 
look at it. I don’t know what it—where 
in the hell is ii——- If it opens up doors, 
it opens up doors——you know. 

H. John says he is sorry he sent those 
burglars in there—and that helps a lot. 
P. That’s right. E. You are very wel- 
come, sir. [Laughter] 
come, sir. (Laughter] H. Just glad ihe 
others didn’t get caught. 

P. Yeah, the ones he sent to Muskie 
and all the rest; Jackson and Hubert, etc. 

E, I get a little chill sitting over there 
now thinking of those people. _,, 

P. Yeah, I would hate to be those 
fellows at the moment. ' 

P. Incidentally, we don’t plan to have 
a press briefing today do we? E. We 
hadn’t planned it — it wouldn’t burt. 
H. Well, I have a meeting upstairs with 
John at 3:30—with [inaudible] E, -All 
right, he is going to top our press 
tomorrow. - 2 

P. Let’s let it go. E. O.K, i Be 


P. O.K. Suppose you take care of 
how and I won’t come over there, t 
you get any more soundings, let me 
hear Friday. It would be my thought 
then that I would tend to break it off 
at rey or 5:00 P.M. M, 4:00 P.M! will 

e the minimum—I have 
ae to get to New 
_ _ P. Yeah, then it’s done. Yeah Lunder- 
ah A pee time is my take-off 
’ scheduled for Friday? 
H. Yes, sir. oe OSSD Dee? 


| : P. Well we won't rush. E. It is 316— 


ow about 15 or 20 minutes front now? 


1 Mareh 27, 1973 
(11:10 A.M.-1:30 P.M.) 


The President, Haldeman, 
. Ehrlichman and Ziegler, 
Executive Office Building 


P. I don’t believe that I should go out 
‘on national television tonight or tomor- 
row and go out on the Watergate Com- 
| mission and then come on the next day 
:on national television on Vietnam. I 
(don’t like the feel of that. I don’t think 
you—can it be ready by that time? My 
\ view is to get the Vietnam thing out of 
ithe way, and then get this right as you 
‘could, In other words, that gives you 
‘time. 
| E The picture of the Congress having 
i an inquiry going on and the Grand Jury 
in session, the Judicial bfanch— P. 
| Right. 

E. It seems to me it gives you a good 
opening for you to step in and say there 
doesn’t seem to be anybody except me 
in position ‘with all this, I have talked 

| with the Chief Justice of the United 
’ States; I have talked with Senator Ervin, 
Senator Baker and I, after that consulta- 
tion, have posed this three-branch— 
P, For an inquiry to start with the 
proposition of Ervin and Baker, where 
- you don’t come a cropper right there at 
the beginning on whether you can get 
the three branches. What’s you view of 
the three-branch, John? 
E. Well, I am not sure you could get 
it either 
P. What,—well, that’s it Suppose you 
couldn’t. Then I still think that 1t is good 
possibly that I—but we've got to have 
somebody other than me that could 
broker it. The problem you’ve pot to ‘ 
recognize is that Haldeman can’t, you 
can’t, and Dean can’t. Mainly because 
you possibly could, but its also the [un- 
intelligible] about the whole White 
House. What we might have to do~—I 
hate to assign this to anybody, but I 
might have to use Rogers on this to be 
the broker. E. Yep, 


Rogers a Good Broker 


oe ae 


P. Rogers can be a good broker at 
times. I don’t know whether you could 
get a—[knocking on door—] P. Oh, hi. 
How are you? Z,. Thought we would just 

_ check in 

P, Sure, sure Right, mght In position, 
right— Z. We have the patient rehabili- 
tation veto today and the [unintelligible} 

, to Thieu in South Vietnam, prepara- 
‘ tlions—. , 


P, Right. Z. I talked to Dean and to 
Moore this morning in terms of whether 
or not we say anything [unintelligible] 
the Grand Jury. 

P. Right. 

Z. And Dean’s feeling is that we 
should not today. 

P. That is my feeling. 

Z. And Moore’s feeling is that we 
should not today, and I concur in that. 

P, Yeah. My view is today, unless, 
you've got something more to say, ] 
would simply say I have nothing to add, 
to what [unintelligible] I think that, 
would be better, just get out there and 
act like your usual cocky, confident self, 

Z. Then if I am asked a question, 
about whether or not Dean would ap- 
pear before the Grand Jury, if I am, 
asked that question— , 

P. Yeah. Z. How should I handle that? 

P. That’s tough. Z. I could—Two op 
tions: One would be to say that [unin- 
telligible]. the other would be to say, 
the [unintelligible]. 

P. [unintelligible] Well, if you say, 
[unintelligible] permission— What do 
you think, John? You tell him. Well, 
is it easier to get out of it if you say, | 
well that is not a matter [unintelligible]. 

Z. I am inclined to think that today 
my best position is just to say that this 
was discussed yesterday. We are will- | 
ing to cooperate. Dee 

P. Why don’t you say, “We have in- 
dicated cooperation and when we see 
the form of the request, or whatever 
it is—" 

Z. “These matters must proceed in an ' 
orderly manner and I am not going to 
get up here and comment on the pos- 
sibility of—” P. “of future action” [un- . 
intelligible]. : 

E ‘The Mae thing you might do is 
—this would put our friend John Dean, 
III in a tough spot—say, “while there 
have been some accusations against 


him, he’s really in the poorest position 
to defend himself of anybody in the: 
government.” ( 

[Material unrelated to Presidential ac- : 
tion deleted]. 

EB. I don’t know whether it would add 
anything, really, from our standpoint to 
say this, but the point is here that the 
poor guy is under disability to step out 
and defend himself because of his posi-~ 
tion. Because he is,Counsel to the Pres~ 
ident, and that in‘a way— 

P. That helps—’ 
Weil, — ° 

P. But [unintelligible] for Ron to get 
into that? 

E Weil, but it is in the saying, would 
he appear before a Grand Jury? : 

P. Why don’t we just say, “well, this 
is a matter that is not before us.” Point 
out that he is Counsel to the President, 
Counsel to the White House—use the 
White House. Say, “He is the White 


House Counsel and, therefore, his ap-~ 
pearance before any judicial group, 
therefore, 1s on a different basis from 
anybody else, “which is basically what 
I—you know when I flatly said Dean, 
would not appear but others would. You 
know, I did say that, and of course— 

E. It was on a different basis. And at 
the same time, a man in any position 
ought to be given a chance to defend 


E. Inhibits himy 
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himself from these groundless charges, 
“Mr. Dean certainly wants the op- 
portunity to defend himself against 


these charges. He would welcome the” 


Opportunity and what we have to do it 
to work out a procedure which will 
allow him to do : 
unique position of being a top member 
of the President’s staff but also the 
counsel. There is a lawyer, counsel— 
not lawyer, counsel—but the respon- 
sibihty of the counsel for confiden- 
tiality.”” } ’ : 

Z. Could you apply that to the Grand 
Jury? E. Absolutely. The Grand Jury is 
one of those occasions where a man in 
his situation can defend himself. 

P. Yes. The Grand Jury. Actually if 
called, we are not going to refuse for 
anybody called before the Grand Jury” 
to go, are we, John? E. I can’t imagine 
[unintelligible] > 

P. Well, if called, he will be coopera~ 


tive, consistent with his responsibilities | 
as counsel. How do we say: that? E. He: ! 


will cooperate. ~ 

P. He will fully cooperate. E. Better 
check that with Dean. I know he’s got 
certain misgivings on this. Z. He did 
this morning. , 

P. Yeah. Well, then, don’t say thaé. 
E. Well, I think you can pose the dilem- 
ma without saying flatly‘ what you are- 
going to do. 

P. Yeah. We —— But maybe you just 
don’t want to. You better not try to 
break into it. Ron. Z. You get into 
posing the dilemma —— 

P. Then they are going to break into 
questions. I would simply stall them off 
today. Say that is not before us at this 
time, but let me emphasize, as the Pres- 
ident has indicated, there will be com- 
plete cooperation consistent with the 
responsibilities that everybody has on 
the separation of powers. Fair enough? 
And, of, course, consistent with Mr. 
Dean’s other responsibilities as a coun- 
sel. See? How about just.saying it that. 
way? Well, John, do you have doubts? 
E, No. But if Ziegler opens, Ziegler has 
to answer something. About the only 
thing that occurred-to me when I read 
this thing yesterday was somehow on 
another, he should. be introducing the 
fact that Dean 1s going to get a chance 
to clear his name, 

P. Yeah. 

E. Eventually there is going to be an 


Opportunity for that in some forum, 
at some time, in some way. But maybe 
you get into— P, I don’t think this is 
the day to do it. Z. I think that 1s right. 
Give them more than a day to see how 
we approach the whole matter [unin- 
telligible—] Z exits, 

[Material unrelated to Presidential ac- 
tions deleted.) 

E. On the F.B.I., we will start moving 
some names to you. I hope you will 
look into that guy that [unintelligible] 
mentioned—we are trying to get a ré- 
sumé and some background. P. A judge 
with a prosecuting background might 
be a hell of a good thing. I have de- 
cided when we move on it, it must be 
simultaneous. Gray comes in and says, 
‘Iam sorry, I can’t get confirmed. I 


so consistent with his” 


don’t want to be confirmed in a way 
in which there is any division. There 
must be unanimous support for who- 
i ever is, and support for and trust in, 
the director of the F.B.I. As a result of 
‘the hearings to date, it is abvious that 
I am not going to get that kind of sup- 
port in the Senate, even though I be- 
lieve that I may be confirmed under 
the circumstances, I respectfully request 
' that you withdraw my name.’ We with- 
; draw his name and send somebody else 
down. That is a very sound basis. I am 
thinking of doing that. I would hope 
next week right after (unintelligible), 
E. Ah, what would you think of doing 
| that simultaneously with the appoint- 
| ment of a commission. We could make 
it in the same announcement. Gould 
say, ‘Here is a fine man who has been 
unfortunately splattered by this thing. 
It is a case study in how bystanders 
éan get splashed by this sort of thing, 
It‘s not a fight where he came in,’ 


Get Kleindienst Out 


P. You think, also, John, or at least 
you probably gave somebody the idea, 
that we should get Klemdienst out, too, 

at this pomt? E, Yeah, yeah. P. How do 
we do that? E. Well, I am going to see 

‘him today, and Bob’s going to talk to 
him, and we will hit him from two 
directions. ' 

P. Get Kleindienst to resign? E. Oh, 
no, no. Get him out front. P. Oh, I 
thought you said get him out of the 
office. E. Oh, no. I hadn’t talked about 
that. That’s Bill Rogers. P. Oh, I am 
sorry, John. 

E. No. We talked this morning about 
getting him out front. P. I am afraid it’s 
[unintelligible] of canning him right 
away. Let’s see. Let’s see about that. 
Maybe we can. Well, what have you 
got to report. John, and I have just 
started on [unintelligible]. ; 

H All I Have is Dean’s report. I did 
not talk to Mitchell, because this thing 
changed what you might want from 
Mitchell. He had a long conversation 
again today with Paul O’Brien. Every- 
body has been talking [unintelligible] 
this, that, and all that. Of course, 
O’Brien is very distressed with Mitchell. 
The more he thinks about it, the more 
O’Brien comes down to Mitchell could 
cut this whole thing off, af he would 
just step forward and cut it off. He 
said the fact of the matter is as far as 
Gray could determine, Mitchell did sign 
off on it. And if that’s what it 1s, the 
empire will crack, E. You said, ‘Gray.’ 

P. What’s that? I am sorry, H. 
O’Brien, nat Gray. As far as O’Brien can 
determine, Mrtchel] did sign off and 
Dean believes that t6 be the case also. 
Dean doesn’t think he can prove it, and 
apparently O’Brien can’t ether, but they 
both think that. P. That’s my — 

H. And the more O’Brien thinks about 
it, the more it bothers him with all he 
knows, to see all the people getting 
whacked around in order to keep the 
thing from focusing ono John Mitchell, 
when inevitably 1t is going to end up da- 
ing that anyway and all these other peo- 
ple are going to be so badly hurt they 
are not going to be able to get out from 
under. And that’s one view. Now, to go 
back on the Magruder situation as 


4 


O'Brien reports it, having spent several ° 


hours with Magruder, yesterday after- 
noon, O’Brien and Parkinson. Jeb be- 


lieves, or professes to believe, and' 


O’Brien is inclined to think he really 
does believe, that the whole Liddy plan, 
the whole super-security operation, su- 
per-intelligence operation was put to- 
gether by the White House, by Halde- 
maf, Dean and others. Liddy, Dean 
cooked the whole thing up at Halde- 
man’s instructions. The whole idea was 
thé need for a super-intelligence opera- 
tion...Now there is some semblance of, 
some validity to the point, that I did 
talk. not with Dean, but with Mitchell, 
about the need for intelligence activity 
and — 

P. And Dean recommended Liddy? 
H: Yes, But not for intelligence. Dean 
recommended Liddy as the General 
Counsel. 

®. ‘Yeah, but this ig where Magruder 
ni come — well, go ahead. 

H, That Mitchell bought the idea that 
waé cooked up at the White House for 
& guper-intelligence operation, and that 
this was all set and an accomplished 
fact in December of 1971, before Liddy 
wag hired by the Committee. But then 
Lidtly was hired by the Committee to 
carty it out and that that’s why Dean 
sent Liddy over to the Committee. Then 
thefe was a hiatus. There were these 
mestings in Mitchell’s office where 
Liddy unveiled his plan. , 

d the first plan he unveiled, no- 
body bought. They all laughed at it. 
Tt. was so bizarre. So he went back to 
the. drawing board and came back with 
@ second plan and the second plan didn’t 
get‘bought either—that was at the sec- 
ond meeting—and everything just kind 
of lingered around then. It was sort of 
hariging fire. Liddy was pushing to get 
something done. He wanted to get mov- 
ing’ on his plans. And at that point he 
went to Colson and said, “Nobody will 
approve any of this, and, you know, we 
should be getting going on it.” And Col- 
son then got into the act in pushing to 
get*moving with the Colson phone call 
to Magruder saying, “Well, at least lis- 
ten’to these guys.” Then the final step 
was—all of this was rattling around in 
January—the final step was when Gor- 
don, Strachan called Magruder and said 
Haldeman told him to get this going, 
“The President wants it done and there 
is to be no more arguing about it.” This 
meaning the intelligence activity, the 
Liddy program. Magruder told Mitchell 
this, that Strachan had told him to get 
it going on Haldeman’s orders, on the 
President’s orders and Mitchell signed 
off on it. He said, “O.K., if they say to 
do ‘it, go ahead.” 

P:'Was that this bugging? H. The 
whole thing, including the bugging. The 
bugging was implicit in the second plan. 
He doesn’t seem to be sure whether it 
was implicit or explicit, 

P, Well, anyway— 


Bugging Process Was Implicit \ 


.H. He doesn’t think that particular bug” 
implicit, but that the process of bugging 
was implicit and, as I didn’t realize it, 
nor did [unintelligible], but it was also 
in the Sandwedge going way back— 
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the early plan. That, incidentally, is a 
potential source of fascinating problems 
im that it involved Mike Acree, who is 
now the Customs Commissioner or some 
thing, Joe Woods, a few other people. 

P> Nothing happened? H. It wasn’t 
done, activated, but these —- At some 
point, according to Magruder, after this 
was then signed off and put under way 
Mitchell called Liddy into his office and 
read him the riot act on the poor quality 
of [unintelligible]. That’s basically the 
scenario or summary of what Magruder 
told the lawyer. Dean’s theory is that 


both Mitchell and Magruder both realize : 


that they now have their ass in this 
thing, and that they are trying to un- 
tangle it. Not necessarily working to- 
gether again, but they are. In the proc- 
éss of that they are mixing apples and 
oranges for their own protection. And 
that they are remembering various 
things in connection with others, like 
Liddy and Hunt. 

[Material not related to Presidential ac- 
tions deleted] . 

HE He says for example, Magruder 
doesn’t realize how little Dean told 
Liddy. He thinks that Dean sent Liddy 
in [unintelligible] Liddy [unintelligible] 
frattkly to satisfy Dean. His screaming 
to ‘Liddy was’ that he was General 
Counsel over there and also take as a 
side activity the political intelligence 
because we do need information on dem- 
onstrators and stuff like that. That they 
are not doing anything about, but he 
never got into any setting up an elab- 
erate intelligence aparatus. 

P. OK, : 

- H. Dean says that as ‘a matter of fact, 
in contrast to Magruder’s opinion, at 
the first meeting where a Liddy plan 
was presented, everybody .at the ‘meet- 
ing-laughed at the plan on the basis 
that it was just so bizarre that it was 
absurd and completely funny. P. Yeah. 

H. The second meeting, Dean came 
into the meeting late. He was not there 
during most of the presentation, but 
when he came in he could see that they 
were still on the same plan of orbit and 
he savs in effect, I got Mitchell off the 
hook because I took the initiative in 
saying, “You know it is an impossible 
proposal and we can’t, we shouldn’t 
even be discussing this in the Attorney 
Geneéral’s office,” and all that Mitchell 
agreed, and then that is when Dean 
‘carie over and told me that he had ‘just 
seen this wrap-up on it, and that it was 
impossible; that they shouldn’t be doing 
it; that we shouldn’t be involved in it 
and we ought to drop the whole thing. 
Then as Dean said, “I saw a problem 
there and I thought they had turned 
it off and in any event I wanted to stay 
ten miles away from it, and did.” He 
said the problem from then on, start- 
ing somewhere in early January prob- 
ably, was that Liddy was never really 
given any guidance after that. Mitchell 

as in the midst of the ITT and all that 
stuff, and didn’t foous on it, and Magru- 
def was running around with other 
things and didn’t pay much attention, 
and Liddy was kind of bouncing around 
Jeose there. 


'~ Allocation of Funds Queried 
E, Well, now, how do you square that 


with the allocation of money to it? H. 
Well that presumably was the subject 
in-focus by somebody, Who signed off 
on that? E. Magruder, possible Mitchell, 
possibly Stans, certainly — 

-P. I don’t know that they can say 
that the allocation of money for this 
super-intelligence operations, I don’t 
think I ever — that’s what Magruder 
aaid — E. Someone was paid to focus 
en'— 

‘ H. Yeah, someone focused and agreed 
that there had te be some intelligence 
and that it would take some money and 
that Liddy should get it. 

E And against the background of the 
two plans being presented and rejected, 
the logical question that would arise 1s, 
well, what are you going to do with the 
money? You don’t have an approved 
plan? 

H. Yeah. E. So that doesn’t put any- 
thing together. 

P. Well, 1t doesn’t hang together, but 
it could in the sense of the campaign—~ 

H. Well, what he thinks, he thinks 
that Mitchell did sign off on it. 

P. My guess is “Mitchell could just 
say, “Look,” he says, “this, that and, 
the other thing,” and he says, “alright 
go ahead but there was no plan of this.” 

H. Except if you support Dean’s opin- 
ion [unintelligible]. ; ’ 

P. So— H. Now O’Brien says that 
Magruder’s objective in holding at the 
moment is a meeting with Mitchell and 
me. And that what he has told the 
lawyers, that will be a shot across the 
bough and tear down the meeting place. 
O’Brien doesn’t really believe Jeb, but 
he’s not sure. O’Brien is shook a little 
bit himself as he hears all this. But he 
does see very definitely and holds also, 
to the theory of mixing of apples and 
oranges. He’s convinced that Jeb is 
linking together things that don’t nec- 
essarily fit together in order to help 
with [unintelligible]. And, again, he’s 
very disappointed in Mitchell. He feels 
that Mitchell is the guy that is letting 
people down. O’Brien made the sugges- 
tion that if we wanted to force some 
of this to a head, there is one thing you 
might consider is that O’Brien and Park- 
inson, who are getting a little shaken 
now themselves, are retdined by the 
Committee. That is by Frank Dale. He 
is the Chairman of the Committee. 

P. Does that still exist? H. Yes. They 
are— 


O’Brien and Parkinson 


P. They aren’t involved in the damn 
thing are they? O’Brien and Parkinson? 
H. Yes. 

P. They ran this all from the begin- 
ning? H. Oh, no. 

P. Well, that is what I thought. Hy 
But they are involved in the post-dis- 
covery, post-June 17th. 

P. [expletive removed]! {unintelligible} 

H. O’Brien says, “Everything with the 
Committee—what you might want to 
eonsider is the possibility is to waive 
our retainer, waive our privileges and 
instruct us to report to the President all 
of the facts as they are known to us 
as to what really went on at the Com~ 
mittee to Re-Elect the President.” 

P. For me to sit down and talk to 
them and go through— 


H. I don’t know. He doesn’t meanj 
necessarily personally talk to you, but 
he means talk to Dean or whoever you 
designate as. your man to be working 
on this. Now, other facts. Hunt is ab 
the Grand Jury today. We don’t know 
how far he is going to go. 

The danger area for him is on the 
money, that he was given money. He is 
reported by O’Brien, who has been talk- 
ing to his lawyer, Bitman, not to be as 
desperate today as he was yesterday 
but to still be on the brmk or at least 
shaky. What’s made him shaky is that 
he’s seen McCord bouncing out there 
and probably walking out scot free. P. 
Scot free and a hero, H. And he doesn’t 
like that. He figures here’s my turn. And 
that he may go— P. That’s the way I 
would think all of them would feel. 

H. And that he may decide to go with 
as much as 1s necessary to get himself 
into that same position, but probably 
would only go with as much as is neces- 
sary. There isn’t a feeling on his part of 
a desire to get people, but a desire to 
take care of himself. And that he might 
be willing to do what he had to do to 
take care of himself, but he would prob- 
ably do it on a gradual basis and he may 
in fact be doing it nght now at the 
grand jury. He feels, in summary, that 
on both Hunt and Magruder questions 
we're not really in the crunch that we 
were last night. He is not as concerned 
as he was when he talked with you last 
night. We are now going with Silbert— 

P, Who’s that? H The U.S. Attorney 
is going to Sirica seeking immunity for 
Liddy so Liddy can be a witness. Liddy’s 
lawyer will argue against immunity, for 
the does not want it. Dean’s judgment is 
that [unintelligible] will probably fail. 

Sirica will grant it. Sirica’s clear dis- 
position— . 

‘Liddy to Refuse to Talk’ 
~ P. If he doesn’t talk, then he gets con- 
tempt. Is that it? H. Liddy, if-he gets im- 


munuty, his intention, as of now at least, 
is to refuse to talk. And then he would 


be in contempt. The contempt is civil” 


contempt and it only-runs for the dura- 
tion of the grand jury, which 1s limited. 
And as long as he is in jail anyway, it 
doesn’t make a hel of a lot of difference 
to him. P. I will almost bet that is what 
Liddy will do. 

H. Well that’s what Dean will also 
bet. Dean has asked through O’Brien- 
Maurolis for Liddy to provide a private 
statement saying that Dean knew noth- 
ing in advance on the Watergate, which 
Liddy knows to be the case. To his 
knowledge, Dean knew nothing about it. 
Dean would like to have that statement 
in his pocket and has asked Liddy for 
such a statement. Dean feels that he 
would want to give it. O’Brien raised the 
question whether Dean actually had no 
knowledge of what was going on in the 
intelligence area between the time of 
the meetings in Mitchell’s office, when 
he said don’t do anything, and the time 
of the Watergate discovery. And I put 
that very question to Dean, and he said, 
‘Absolutely nothing.’ 

P. I would — the reason I would 
totally agree — that I would believe 
Dean there [unintelligible] he would be 
lying to us about that. But I would be- 
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lieve for another reason — that he 
thought it was a stupid damn idea. 

E.’There just isn’t a scintilla of hint 
that Bean knew about this. Dean was 
pretty good all through that period of 
time in sharing things, and he was 
tracking with a number of us on— 

P. Well you know the thing the rea- 
son that [unintelligible] thought—and 
this incidentally covers Colson—and I 
don’t know whether—I know that most 
everybody except Bob, and perhaps 
you, think Colson knew all about it. 
But I was talking to Colson, remem- 
ber exclusively about—and maybe that 
was the point—exclusively about is- 
sues. You know, how are we going ta 
do this and that and the other thing. 
[unintelligible] mainly, the labor bill, 
how do we get this, how do we get aid 
to the Catholic schools. 

H. Getting that aid to Catholic 
schools, you, know, was a—Colson’s 
fight was with [unintelligible]. | 

P: Right. That was what it is. But im 
all those talks he had plenty of oppor- 
tunity. He was always coming to me 
with ideas, but Colson in that entire 


period, John, didn’t mention it. I think ; 


he would have said, “Look we've gotten 
some information,” but he never said 
they were Haldeman, in this whole pe- 
riod, Haldeman I am sure—Bob and 
you, he talked to both of you about the 
campaign. Never a word,I mean maybe 
all of you knew but didn’t tell me, but 
I can’t believe that Colson—well— 


Familiarity With Case 


H. Maybe Colson is capable of — if 
he knew anything out of that, but not 
telling you what were at least— 

P. Well, at least, nothing of that sort 
because as a matter of fact I didn’t even 
know—I didn’t know frankly that the 
Ellsberg thing, ete. — electronically 
thing — you know what I mean? 
E, [unintelligible] 

P. And I guess there you deliberately 
didn’t want me— 

E. Well, sir, I didn’t know. I didn’t 
know what this crowd were up to un- 
til afterwards, a ’ 

P. Right. E. And I told you, after- 
wards we stopped it from happening 
again. 

P. Right. E, In that setting— 

P. That was inthe national security? 
E That was in the national security 
leak thing. But the interesting thing 
about Colson, corroborative of what 
you say, is that when I got a phone 
call from Secret Service saying there 
had been this burglary—the first guy 
I called was Colson. P. Yeah, 

E. And his response, as I recall it, 
was one of total surprise and he could 
have said then, “Oh, those jerks, they 
shouldn’t have; Or, “I knew about it 
earlier”; Or, referred to it by saying, 
“St would have been a meaningful leak,” 
but he didn’t. He was totally nonplussed, 
the same as the rest of us. 

P. Well, the thing is too, that I know 
they talk about this business of Magru- 
der’s, saying that Haldeman had ordered, 
the President ,.had ordered, etc., of all 
people who was surprised on the 17th 
of June—I was in Florida—was me. 
Were you there? E. No, I was here. 
P. Who was there? 


E. I called Colson, Haldeman and Zie- 
gler and alerted them to this. 

P. And I read the paper. What in the 
name of [expletive removed] is this? I 
just couldn’t believe it. So you know 
what I mean—I believe in playing poli- 
tics hard, but I am also smart. What I 
can’t understand is how Mitchell would 
ever approve. H, That’s the thing I can’t 
understand here. 

P, Well, Magruder I can understand 
doing things. He is not a very bright 
fellow. I mean he 1s bright, but not— 
he doesn’t think through to the end. 
But Mitchell knows enough not to do 
something like that. 


Mitchell’s Authority 


H. Yeah, but I will tell you what 
could have happened very easy there, 
Mitchell was Attorney General. He was 
using, legally and sometimes officially 
he was using his great, great capacity 
to pull irons out of [unintelligible] every 
day and you get into a mine center and 
you get used to that. P. Could be. 
Could be. 

’_H. You don’t regard it with the same 
kind of feeling that—P. Yeah. Could be. 
Could be. Weill, anyway. 

H. Dean says—he says—I did see Lid- 
dy roughly five or six times during that 
period of Jan. 5 to June, and it was 
always on campaign legal matters. You 
know. , 

P Well, I know. Dean—remember 
you always told me Dean made all these 
studies of it and— 

H. I beieve that. He said at one of 
those meetings I went to, I said to, 
I said to Liddy something about how 
is it going? He said he started to say 
I am having a hell of a time getting 
Magruder going on this operation and - 
Dean said, “I told you, Gordon, that is 
something I know nothing about and 
don’t want to know anything about, as 
a matter of fact. 

P. That’s right. E. That was prior to 
June of 1972, Right? H. Right. Yeah. 
Here’s another factor, now that we 
know he is following up that point. He 
said as a matter of fact, the reason I 
called him on June 19—I said, “Now- 
wait a minute. You called Liddy on 
June 19?” He said, “Yes. The reason I 
did, because Kleindienst told me that 
Liddy had come to see him on the 18th 
at Burning Tree. That was the day after 
the discovery on Sunday, we, ah—the 
purpose of that was to tell Kleindienst 
he had to get his men out of jail and all 
that, Kleindienst said I wish that damn 
Liddy would quit talking to me about 
this stuff. At that time, Lidy told Klein- 
dienst that Mitchell had ordered it. 

P.Oh H. That’s true.. You know 
though, Liddy was usmg that as his 
means for trying to get to the [unintel- 
ligible]. 

You know Mitchell could be telling 
the truth and Liddy could be too. Lid- 
dy just asumed he had abstract approval 
dy just assumed he had abstract ap- 
proval. Mitchell could say, “I know I 
never aproved this damn plan. You’ve 
got to figure the lines of defenses that 
everybody’s going to take here. That’s 
Mitchell’s. Right? What’s Haldeman’s 
Ime of defense? Haldeman’s line of de- 
fense, “I never approved anything of 
the sort. I just’—you know that— 


What's Ehrlichman’s? There 1s no doubt 
he knows nothing about 1t The earlier 
thing—yes. We did have an operation 
for leaks, etc What would you say if 
they said, “Did you ever do any wire- 
taping®” That is a question they will 
ask. Were you aware of any wiretap- 
ping? E. Yes 


National Security Reasons 


P. You would say, “Yes.” Then, 
“Why did you do it?” You would say it 
wast ordered on a national security 
basis, E. National security, We had a 
series of very serious national security 
leaks. 

P As you were saying on the—E. 
Let me go back and pick up this busi- 
ness about taps. I think—I have done 
some checking and I want you to get 
the feel for what I would say if this ' 
Hunt thing slopped over on me. 

P. Incidentally, my view is—I don’t 
know Hunt— I don’t think Hunt will 
do that. E. I don’t think he will either, 
because-— 

P. You don’t think he is going to 
have to take a fall for [unintelligible] 
any burglary? If he does—~—E. The, line . 
of response would be this as I see it. 
Starting back in the days when I was 
counsel to the President, we were very 
concerned with our national security 
leaks and we undertook at that time a 
whole series of steps to try and deter- 
mine the source of the leaks. 

Some of this involved national se- 
curity taps duly and properly authorized 
and conducted. We had three very seri- 
ous breaches After I left ihe office of 
Counsel, I continued to follow this. 

P Yeah. At your request. 

E. We had three very serious 
breaches. One was the whole Szulc 
group; one was the Pentagon papers 
and the other was the Pakistan-India 
situation; but there were leaks all 
through there and so we had an active 
and on-going White House job using the 
resources of the Bureau, the Agency 
and the various departmental security 
arms with White House supervision. In 
this particular instance, Hunt became 
involved because at the time of the: 
Pentagon papers break we had dual 

as. Wa had concern abcr 
relationship of this particular leak to 
other security leaks that we had across 
the government—Rand, etc.—and so we 
moved very vigorously on the whole 
cast of characters in the Pentagon pa- 
pers thing. Some of our findings have 
never come out. It was an effort to 
relate that incident to the other national 
security breaches we had, and also to 
find out as much as we could about 
‘this. We put a number of people into 
this that we had at work on other 
things. One was Hunt and he in turn 
used Liddy. I didn’t know—and this is 
a tfact—I checked this two or three 
ways. I didn’t know what they were 
doing about this operation in Los An- 
geles until after it occurred and they 
Came to me and told me that it had 
peen done and that it was unsuccessful 
and that they were intendmg to make 
a re-entry to secure papers that they 
were after. I said no, and stopped it at ' 
that time. Young and Krogh operated 
that, the whole operation. From the be- 
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ginning as a matter of fact with the: 
Szulc leaks and so on and they laid 
it out perfectly. And Krogh is very 
frank in saying, “I authorized this op- 
eration in Los Angeles, no two ways 
about it.” He says, “If I am asked, 
that’s what I will say and I will resign 
and leave the Department of Trans- 
portation and get out of town.” He 
said,’“I thought at the time we were 
doing the right thing and—” 


National Security Cited 


P. Should he? 

E. I don’t think he will have to. 
Number one, I don’t think Hunt will 
strike him. If he did, I would put the 
national security tent over this whole 
operation. P. I sure would. ' 

E. And say there are a lot of things 
that went on in the national interest 
where they mvolved taps, they invelved 


entry, they involved interrogation, they } 


involved a lot of things and I don’t 
propose to open that up to [unintel- - 
ligible] just hard line it. 

P. I think is what you have ‘to do 
there, But I wanted to get that one out. 
O. K. Go ahead. H. All right, now. One 
information idea in talking with Dean 
that he proposed last night—he says 
he still thinks it is possible and has a_ 
good possible approach—he has been 
trying to take it apart. He says the 
approach, as he sees it, is that the 
President says here’s what’s been 
charged about the White House and 
about. the Committee to Re-Elect the 
President. He puts it all in perspective 
in terms of political, you know, this 
kind of stuff goes on, this is all [un- 
intelligible] about P. Yeah. 

H. But we are now at a point where 
fact and fiction are becoming badly 
confused. We are involved in an in- 
tense political situation with the press, 
with the Senate committee, you know, 
and others are prejudging this case— 
[unintelligible] then Weicker and oth- 
ers who are, P. Various people will— 
defendants that are guilty, known to 
be guilty, are making charges. H. Right. 


‘F.B.I. Falsely Charged’ 


P. Which should, of course, be — 
E. The FBI is being falsely charged with -f 
inadequate investigation activity and | 
duplicity and so forth. P. [unintelligible] 
justice, E. The Department and the U. S. 
Attorney’s office are being—P. They're 
[unintelligible] questionable. 

H. Now, no man is above the law 
and that is a basic principle we must 
operate on, but under these circum~- 
stances there’s no possibility of a fair ' 
hearing and every man is entitled to 
the protection of the law and the pub- . 
lic ins entitled to the facts in this mat- 
ter. But the people who are in charge 
and are involved are entitled to fair 
treatment, People who are involved, 
well wasn’t any [unintelligible] in being 
involved. So, I’ve created a super panel 
which will have the cooperation of all . 
investigative agencies. All the people | 
who have been charged in this matter | 
have volunteered to submit their en- | 
tire—their facts—to this panel. P. Be ' 
questioned by it. —~ 

H. And be questioned by it. They’ve 


agreed to waive their right to trial by 
jury. 

P. What [unintelligible]. 

H. And the panel is empowered to 
act to remove anybody that it sees fit 
because of involvement, to level fines 
and to impose criminal sanctions. The 
defendants in the Watergate trial, the 
men who have already been—can also 
submit information that they want. 

P. Right. H. Anyone who does not 
submit to the proceedings of this com- 
mittee under these conditions — 

P. Resign. H. Will be faced with the 
fact that all information developed by 
the committee and all other sources 
will be turned over to the Justice De- 
partment for criminal prosecution. There 
will be no judgment until all the facts 
are received by the commission and then 
the commission will make public all of 
its findings and the reasons for all ac- 
tions taken. They will proceed in secret 
and their decisions will be final and not 
subject to appeal, And the people ap- 
pearing before them will voluntarily 
submit to that.What [unintelligible] is 
| appeal. 

P. How’s that [unintelligible] H. I 
don’t know. E. That’s — that sounds 
like a little bit simpler than that — 

_ than what I originally thought he had in 

mind. He says — 
- . Wonder if the .President has the 
power to set up such a thing. Can he do 
that sort of thing? You know, that’s the 
whole point, I don’t think so. E. Execu- 
tive process. H. By voluntary — ©. You 
get the funintelligible] away. Yeah but 
1t 1sn’t—it isn’t that guy. It’s the fellow 
who doesn’t submij who in effect is 
being denied due process. 


Subpoena Possibility 


P. You're right. H. The information 
on him will be turned over to the crimi- 
nal—might be he’d be subpoenaed. 

P. No then you see you sort of con- 

~demned him by— E. Negative inference. 

P. Negative inference. H. We're all 
condemned by negative inference right 
now. E. I appreciate that, but that’s— 
P. You’re not condemned in a’ court. 
E It’s a little different. Well, I—that 
isn’t, that isn’t a salient pomt at all in 
this thing. 

H. He feels that there are a lot of 
advantages on this and two major in- 
ternal ones. It will take the panel a 

- long time to get set up, get its pro- 
cesses worked out, get its hearings done 
and make its fmdings and then you'll 
probably be past the °74 elections 
which’ll be desirable, 

Secondly, the President maintains the 
ultimate stroke on it, because he always 
has the option on Jan. 19 to pardon 
anybody who [unintelligible] a pardon. 
So the potential ultimate penalty any- 
body would get hit in this process could 
be about two years. His view would be 
to put — you need to get someone on 
the panel who knows politics. 
act Former Governor, ot something hike 

at. 

H. But if you would want Earl War-" 
ren, he’ll do it but it’s not [unintell- 
gible]. What could that matter to the 
people. I said what do you_do about 
Ervin. Well, you call Ervin down. You, 
tell him the Plans and explain why: 


you're doing it,,that justice is mot pemgr 
carried out now, there’s finger pointing . 
and a lot of problems. And you ask - 
him to hold his hearings in abeyancer- 
until the panel serves its purpose. 

P. And what if Ervin would say, welk‘ 
TH hold my hearings in abeyance on 
Watergate, but not on other things. ’ny 
guessing here. That’s their problem. 

H. Then you ask, — P. Oh, that’s not ' 
theirs. . , 
H. Then, I said, what if I asked Ervin 

to serve on the panel. He said he 
thought that was a pretty good idea. He , 
said he probably wouldn’t do it, but it’di - 
still give him an awkward stand on a 
stickly position. The only other idea he 
comes up with is he said, “One thing, 
you might want to consider is the Presi- 
dent calling Mitchell in for a one-on- | 
one talk, The President now has all the 
facts on this— [unintelligible] tell us| 
But I, Dean, don’t know the facts on 
Mitchell.” He said, “I think that Mitchel] 
would not pull any punches with the | 
President and if the President—that , 
would be a way to find out what Mitch- , 
ell’s true perception of what did hap- 
pen.” P. And that’s probably the only: 
way. ; 

H, Supposing— P. Suppose now, the 
fact that [unintelligible] took my time. 
Suppose you call Mitchell and say to 
him, will you--what do you learn—for 
what. And Mitchell says, “Yes, I did 
it.’ Then what do we say? 

H. Its greater knowledge than we 
possess right now—if he would onlyi 
confess. E. I was just going to say; 
maybe if Rogers said it to him— 

P, Mitchell? H. Bill thinks— ' 

P. Mitchell? Mitchell despises him. | 
H. Yeah, I know he does. That’s all it 
is— I didn’t call Mitchell because I need 
[unintelligible] but we should go ahead 
with Magruder, I think. - 

E. Right now? P. Oh, I agree. i 

H. [unintelligible] P. [unintelligible] , 

E. I say any idea of a meeting be- 
tween you and Mitchell ought to wait 
until the Magruder, Haldeman, Mitchell 
meeting. P. Oh, really? ‘ 

E. And see what transpires there. 
Maybe the idea that Magruder says he | 
[unintelligible] 

P, What about the other way around. 
How about me getting Mitchell in and ' 
say, look [unintelligible] you’ve got to. 
tell us what the score is, John. You , 
have to face up to where we are. What 
do we say? How do we handle [unintel- : 
ligible]. . 

H. My guess is Mitchell would turn 
on you. I think Mitchell ‘would say, ! 
“Mr. President, if it will serve any use- | 
ful purpose for you I would come—” 


‘What Do You Think, John’ 


P. Isn’t it just as well for me to call 
and ask him to meet with Magruder? Or | 
what do you think, John? I have not | 
really had from Mitchell but I have had~ 
from Haldeman. I have had from Ehr- 
lichman, I have had from Colson cold, 
flat denials. I have asked each of you ' 
to tell me, and also Dean. Now the Pres- 
ident, therefore, haS not lied on this 
thing. I don’t think that yet has been 
charged. Liability has been charged, but 
they haven’t charged the President with _ 
any offense. They are [unintelligible] in 
trying to protect his people who are | 
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lying. But I don’t—doesn’t anybody sug- 
gest that I [unintelligible] this whole 
damn thing? i 

H. As of now it is all saying that 
you are being*ill-served by [unintelligi- 
ble]. P. By my people. But I don’t know 

about Mitchell. I never asked him. 

H. [unintelligible]. It can’t hurt any- 

, thing. [unintelligible]. P. I should get 
Mitchell down rather than ask him, 
don’t you think? H. Yeah. 

P. What I’ve got to do is think in 
terms of my own plans. I will spend 
my day today on. this, but I will have 
to clear the deck for tomorrow [unintel- 
ligible], : 

E. You could say, considering legis- 
lative legal insurance, they tell me that 
accordimg to the information they have,. 
they need some assurances where you: 
are concerned. P. Here is what Magruder 
is saying. E. Magruder is saying? P. I 
think I will tell him here is what Ma< 
gruder is saying. I don’t’ know really 
know what he is saymmg about the 
White House, but I understand he is 
saying that you signed off on it. It that 

| what Magruder is saying? ‘ 


| H, If Magruder goes public on this, | 


‘then you know — P. Incidentally, if 
Magruder does that, let’s see what it 
does to Magruder. E. It depends on how 
he does it. If he does it under immunity, 
it doesn’t do anything to him. P. All 
right—except ruin him. H. Well, yeah. 
It ruins him in a way he becomes a 
folk hero to the guys— ’ 

P. He becomes an immediate hero 


_ with the media. You know, in terms 


of—I know how these, things work. 
E. Mike Wallace will get him and he 
will go on “Sixty Minutes,” and he 
will come across as the All Anierican 
Boy who was doing, who was just da- 
ing—who was serving his President, his 
Attorney General and they misled him. 


' P. Yeah. E, And he can do it. P? So— 


H. And look at the alternative thati 
he now sees It is either that or he goes: 
to jail on perjury. P. How are they go- 
ing to prove it? E. With other witnésses,, 


' not through his own mouth. P. What! 


other witnesses? H, Beats me, I don’t 
know how they can prove perjury., 
P, Hunt? 

H. He has to be a great big gamble. 
because he knows—let’s assume—he, 
knows he did perjure himself and if 
you know that you are guilty, you have! 
to be pretty concerned about someone’s* 
ability to prove it. P. That’s right. 

E. And Liddy and McCord, and Sloan: 
and that little thing in McCord’s let-| 
ter about Sloan has to worry him. H. If 


"it’s about Sloan. That’s another thought, 


It may be about Barker. E, Is hey 
[unintelligible] H. And it is more likely” 


because Barker worked for him. E. I | 


see. Well— é 

H. Barker said he couldn’t remember 
who he delivered the tap reports to. .” 
[Material unrelated to Presidential 
actions deleted] t 

P. Well, what is Mitchell's: optior: 
though? You mean to say—let’s see, 
what he could do, Does Mitchell come 
in and say, “My memory was faulty. 
T hed?” 

E No. He can’t say that. He says— 
ah, ah— 

P. “That without intending to, I may. 


have been responsible for this; and I 
regret it very much but I did not realize 
what they were up to. They were—we 
were — talking about apples and 
oranges.” That’s what I think he would 
say. Don’t you agree? 

‘H. I think so, He authorized apples 
and they bought oranges. Yeah. . 

P, Mitchell, you see, is never never 
going: to goin and admit perjury. F 
mean he may say he forgot about 
Hunt-Liddy dnd all the rest, but he is 
never going to do that. 

H. They won’t give him that cone 
venience, I wouldn’t think, unless they 
figure they are going to get you. He 
is as high up as they’ve got. 

E. He’s the big Enchilada. 

H. And he’s the one the magazineg 
zeroed in on this weekend. : 

P, They did? What grounds? LR 
H. Yeah. [unintelligible] has a quote 
that, they maybe have a big fish ort 
the hook. 

P. I-think Mitchell should come down? 
E. To see you, me, Magruder. o 

P, Yeah. We'll have him come dowit 
at 5:30 [unintelligible] I would like to: 
talk with him. You, Magruder and he 
and Dean—no, no. : 


Dealing With Magruder - 


H, Well, Magruder said he would be 
happy to have Dean sit in_It’s my view,. 
I don’t think we want Dean. to sit in.. 

P.. [unmtelligible] H. I don’t think so. 

P. Magruder has got to know—I just 
don’t—my own feeling .1s, Bob,—the 
reason I raise the question of Magruder. 
is what stroke have you got with Max 
gruder? I guess we’ve got none. oa 

E. I think the stroke Bob has with 
him is in the confrontation to say, 
“Jeb, you knew that just plain isn’t 
so,” and just,stare him down on some. 
of this stuff and it is a golden op- 
portunity to do that, And I think you 
ae only have this one opportunity to 

oO it. ‘ * . 

P. [unintelliguble], said it isn’t so bes, 
fore. ; 
E. That’s all the better, and in hig” 
present frame of mind I am sure he 
will rationalize himself into a fable that 
hangs -together, But if he knows that 
you are going to righteously and in-. 
dignantly deny it, ah— : 

P, Say that.he is trying to lie to savé 
his own skin, E. It'll bend—it’ll bend 
him: ; 

H. Well, but I-can make a personal 
point -of view in the other direction; 
and say, “Jeb, for God’s sake don’t get 
yourself screwed up by—solving one he 
with a second. “YOu’ve got a problem. 
You ain’t going to make it better by 
making it worse. P. Hero for the mo- 
ment, but in the minds of—H. Weil, then 
you've got Magruder facing all—. : 

P. Let me tell you something—let me 
tell you something. I have been wanting 
to tell you this for some time. [unintel- 
ligible] always dealing with foreigners. 
Good causes are destroyed. Chambers is 
a case in point, Chambers told the truth,- 
but he was an informer, obviously be- 
cause he informed against Hiss. First of 
all, it wouldn’t have made any difference 
whether the informer [unintelligible]. 
First of all he-was an [unintelligiblef 
Hiss was destroyed because he lied—~ 
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perjury. Chambers was destroyed be- 
cause he was an informer, but Chambers 
knew he was going to be destroyed. 
Now, they’ve got to know that this 
whole business of McCord going down 
this road and so forth. I don’t know 
the [unintelligible] : 

E. McCord is a strange bird. P. Trying 
to get out. I have never met him. Ever 
meet him? E. Nope. But Dean—P. ‘Tell 
me about him. : 


Credibility of Figures 


H. Let’s go another one. So you per- 
suade Magruder that his present ap- 
proach is (a) not true; T think you can 
probably persuade him of that; and (b) 
not desirable to take. So he then says, 
in despair, “Heck, what do I do? Here’s 
McCord out here accusing me.” McCord 
has flatly accused me of perjury—He’s 
flatly accused Dean of complicity. Dean 
is going to go, and Magruder knows of 


the fact that Dean wasn’t involved, so 


he knows that when Dean goes down, 
Dean can testify as an honest man. 

P. Is Dean going to finger Magruder? 
H. No, sir. P. There’s the other point. 

H. Dean will not finger Magruder but 
Dean can’t either—likewise he can’t 
defend Magruder. P, Well—H. Dean 
won’t consider [unintelligible] Magruder. 
But Magruder then says, “Look, if Dean 
goes down to the Grand Jury and clears 
himself, with.no evidence against him 
except McCord’s statement, which won't 


hold up, and it isn’t true. Now, I go 
down to the Grand Jury, because ob- 
viously they are going to call me back, 
and I go-to defend myself against Mc- 
Cord’s statement which I know is true. 


Now I have a little tougher problem 
than Dean has. You’re saying to me. 
“Don’t make up a new lie to cover the 
old tie.’ “What would you recommend 
that I do? Stay with the old lie and 


: hope I would come out, or clean myself | 


up and go to jail?” . 

P, What would you advise him to do? 

. H. I would advise him to go down and 

clean it up. : 

And say I lied? H. I would advise him 
to seek immunity and do iit. 

P. Do you think he can get immunity? 
H. Absolutely. 


would say, “I thought I was helping. It 
is obvious that there is no profit in 
this route. I did it on my own motive. 
Nobody asked me to do it. I just did it 
because I thought it was the best thing 
to do. Everybody stands on it. I was 
wrong to‘do it.” That’s basically it. 
' H. Magruder’s viewpoint that to be 
ruined that way which isn’t really be- 
ing ruined is infinitely preferable to go- 
ing to jail. Going to jail for Jeb will be 
a very, very, very difficult job. E. [un- 
intelligible] he says he is a very-unusual 
person, The question now is whether the 
U.S. Attorney will grant immunity under 
the circumstances. H. Well he would if 
_ he thought he was going to get Mitchell 
E. Yeah, that’s right. 

H, The interesting thing would be to 
watch Mitchell’s face at the time I rec- 
ommend to Magruder that he go in and 
ask for immunity and confess. 


- a good idea. 
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Bringing in Rogers 


P. John, what about this commission? 


 £. The first step on that it seems to me 


is to sell Bill Rogers on the idea, if it’s 


P. But the other thing first is to talk 
with Bill Rogers and see whether he 


_ comes up with a decent committee. E. 


Well I would say first we’ve got to be 


* convinced that it is a good idea. If the 


President’s satisfied that it is a good 


_ idea, then we get Bill Rogers to— 


P, Well you see to make it is—the 
problem that we’ve got here as every- 
body there felt at the time [unintelligible 
E. There’s glory in this for Bill, This is 

jis idea. H. You see you are saying Bill 
ffould publicly be the father of this. E. 
Bill would be the father of this. He 
would go to Ervin and say I am terribly 
concerned about the whole business. 

P..He would be the broker? H. He 
came to the President and said this is 
what you must do. 

P. Go to Warren? ; 

E. He would go to Ervin and say I 
see this impasse developing between 


‘the Grand Jury and [uintelligible]. 


P. Might go to Judge Sirica? E. I don’t 


- think he would. He’s not really smart. 


H. I know that, but why not see him? 
That’s fine, : 
E, Either that or go to Burger, [un- 


" {ntelligible] somebody in the Judicial 


branch and have them designate two 


. senior judges from around the country 


who have retired—trial judge types. 
And just designate. them at random. It 


. takes it out of your hands. Ah, they 
represent the judicial and— . 
-  —, And not have Warren? E. And not. 


have Warren. No. 
P, Warren is so old, you see. E. He 


“scares me to death. 


H. Then you’d have to ask the Speak- 


er— P, The Warren thing. H. and the- 
. Majority Leader— 


P. No, I don’t think the Congress. 


“E. No. They’ve already done that. I 
_ think. you are off the hook on that. 


H. You mean invite Ervin and Baker? 
E. You invite Ervin and Baker and 


-they decline. Then that is the whole 


story of the Congress. 
P. Then just have the two senior 


i Judges. 
P. Then what would he say? E. He . - 


Panel of Senior Judges 


E. The senior judges and — 

P. Why don’t we have a panel of 
senior judges rather than try to get— 
you talk about the former Attorney 
General and so forth— 

H. I would take your senior judges. 

P. You see, if we had the Chief Justice 
and a panel of three senior judges, or 
four—maybe Clark. E. Maybe Clark 
as the Chairman. H. Yeah. : 

P. Clark is a Democrat and a former 
Attorney General. He’d be the Chairman. 
A‘panel of three I think would make a 
lot of sense. Now they have to have 
a staff. How do we finance that? The 
Justice Department? 


E, Of course [unintelligible]. He’s got . 


an office over here in the Federal Build- 
ing. 

P. They would hire legal counsel— 
E, What that does is tend to rob Ervin 
and the Grand Jury with yet a third 


investigatory group. It seems to me 
though, if it is just senior judges, you 
miss the genius of the fact that it’s got 
to be executive, legislative and judicial. 

P. Speaking of—why do that? H. Ex- 
ecutive is what’s on top. E. Executive 
in a sense that you have citizen mem- 
bers. You know, the public is represent- 
ed, The government, the whole question 
of integrity— 

P. By this [unintelligible] you forget 
Congress if you get just Judges. I think 
‘a panel of judges isn’t all that bad 
either. A good standing. panel of three 
judges. ‘ 

E. I don’t think it sells, though. That’s 
the trouble. Then you look like you are 
dragging a red herring across the trail. 
You have to have some kind of ration- 
ale— 

H. Bill, last night, had some ideas 
on too—P. Prominent Americans??? 

H. But then it has a reason for being 
and a reason for pre-empting. P. What 
about making Clark chairman? 

H. He could be called both an execu- 
tive and judicial type, and then have 
two senior judges plus Ervin and Baker. 


.There’s a panel, P. Well, anyway, let’s 


[unintelligible] 

_ E. I think in principle, though, getting 
a line around this whole subject is ter- 
ribly important at this point rather than 
just bleeding this every day for hours 
at a time. H. Sending down people to 
the Grand Jury—P. Oh, I understand. 


_I understand that. My point is, John, I 
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don’t think—people say, you have to get 
it out tonight for example. It isn’t going 
to be done tonight or tomorrow night. 
We can’t get it done that fast. 

#. I don’t think you want to anyway. 
I think you want to end the war and 
freeze food prices first and then do this. 

P. I wish it were Friday. H. Friday is 
the time to do it. 

P. Good, that means we better get 
going today. Alright. Who talks to— 
should John Ehrlichman and you talk 
to Bill Rogers, or is that a waste of 
time? i 


Rogers Was Concerned 


H. As of now John should not, as 
Bill is very concerned about not talking 
to people about it. I already have, and I 
think I should. 

P. Alright. Fine You get Bill to come 
over, Say you want to talk to him first 
and that I want to talk to him. Fair 
enough? But you will say he comes over 
to see me. The second point is to call 
Mitchell. Maybe you better make these 
calls on this phone so I will know what 
the hell my schedule is this afternoon. 

E. Iam going to meet with Kleindienst 
— P. Yeah. 

E. on these other subjects. P. Alright. 
What do we want Kleindienst to do? 

E. We want to raise this thought with 


-him in a hypothetical way. P. Charac- 


terization deleted]. The only think I 
would say on Kleindienst at the moment 
is tell him we are going to have to 
break with Gray who is killing us. We 
need to know what Gray’s going to do. 
Can we handle it that way? . 

E. How are we run the Bureau— _ 

P. Who runs it, etc., etc. I don’t know 
what Kleindienst knows or believes 


about this damn business. I once said 
to John or to Kleindienst, you know 
the man they are really after is John 
Mitchell. He said, “Oh, no, they are not 
after John Mitchell.” I said, “Did you. 
ever talk to him about it?” He said, “Oh 
mo” He has never discussed the damn 
thing with Mitchell. I wonder— 

H. Well, damn it, he talked to 
Weicker. Now Weicker is out today 
with another statement. 

P. What did he say today? H. He 
has absolute proof that it goes to the 
White House staff and he is not going 
to name names until he gets his evidence 
in hand but something will. turn up 
eventually, 

P. Well, what — Kleindienst — well, 
raise that with him again. E. Well 
Weicker [unintelligible] 

H. He ought to say, “Well, I talked 
with the Senator and he told me he 
didn’t have any. Now he is back out 
in the press again. I ‘don’t understand 
that.” ec Ae. & 

P. Well, who is Weicker. Who does 
he think he is talking about? 4 

H. I have no idea. I don’t know. I 
don’t know who it can be. P. Maybe it’s 
this — ah — has Magruder talked to 
Weicker? H. I don’t think so. 

P, Where is Weicker getting this? H. 
Porter talked to everybody he can, in- 
cluding Mary McGrory. 

P. McCord at the present time only 

fingers — his present finger is pointed 
only at two people, Dean and Magruder, 
so far. 
__E. And of all people McCord would 
be in a position, I think, to involve 
Mitchell. He spent all that time with 
Mitchell and Martha. 

P, But the question is whether McCord 
has got anything on the White House 
staff. E. No, no. Hell, nothing. 


Concern About Weicker 


P. Have you talked to McCord? I do 
think Kleindienst has go to take up the 
leading oar on this business of Weicker 
right away. 

E. Right, again. 

im in today— 

E. Did Weicker have much to do with 
‘Gray? H. Yes. He’s a friend of Gray. 
E. Might have come from Gray. I don’t 
know. 

H. Weicker has very much to do with 
Gray. Weicker is Gray’s sponsor. 
Weicker was against the White House 
before they sunk Gray and Weicker has 
issued a very vicious statement about 
us. This doesn’t reach to the President 
but it sure gets to those sons-of-bitches. 
Its as close to it as he could get. Those 
terrible people around him, evil men. 

P. Have you thought about Colson? 

H. That’s what Dean thinks. 

P, Dean thinks Weicker is talking 
about Colson? H, Yeah, I think he does. 
He thinks it is Chuck. P. Do you think 
Gray would talk to Weicker? John, 
has Gray ever talked with Colson? E. 
Not to my knowledge — H. I don’t 
think he has. 

P. John, you would have no problems 
to talk to Pat Gray and ask him what 
the hell Weicker is up to. Do you 
mind? E, Not at all. P. I think you 
should, “We can’t understand what you 
are doing here on this. If there is any- 


P. Again — he got 
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body, the President wants to Know. 
H. Why the hell does he: tell the news- 
papers instead of [unintelligible]? 

P. And ask him, as the director of the 
FBI, to ask Weicker what it is. He, 
as the director of the FBI, is supposed 
to get all the information he can now. 
If there is anybody, the President wants 
the information. Let’s try to get to 
Weicker through Gray. Do you mind 
trying that? I would like you to try 
that very soon, like one o’clock. E. 
Right away. 

P. You go find out about Weicker. 
What time: do you get to see Klein- 
dienst? E. I don’t know. They were set- 
ting it up when I came over here. 
P, All right. We’re going to set up a 
meeting with Magruder — not right 
now. Mitchell first. Get him first. H. 
Mitchell? All right. 


‘You Have to Change Gray’ 


P. You know John, let me add, there 
is one other thing here that Kleindienst 
might look into, I was pointing “out [un- 
intelligible]}—Of course, you have to 


: Change Gray. You know that, Klein- 
: dienst, I think you have to ride with: 


that a while. I don’t think you can just 
kick the Attorney General out like that, 
you know. He was going to go any- 
way at a certain time, so he can go. 
Beyond that the point is. to say that 
members of the White House staff. who 
are indicted, etc., they would have to 
take a leave of absence — suspended — 
leave of absence. Say that you and 
Bob would have to in the event you 
were named, I think they have to men- 
tion cutting off at the pass some place 
here and I believe—put it this . way 
[unintelligible] the spectacle of their just 
taking the whole damn White House 


staff up. There is someplace where | 


you’ve got to cut them off. 


F. Once you establish is, that you 


are following that route, if they were 
smart they would just start naming 
everybody just so you'd have no choice. 
P. There is no way except that, Bob. 
E. What. I am getting at here, and, may- 
be that isn’t the way to do it, I don’t 
know, is to insulate you, number one. 
H. Well, that does not bother these 
people. 

E. To make you appear to be: ahead 


of the power curve and also to have | 


H. [Telephone rings. Haldeman an- 
swers.] Hi, John: Any chance of your 
coming down? That’s O.K. Ah, could 
you come down first thing in the morn- 
ing? Tonight? Which would you rather 
come? Yeah, Yeah. O.K. Well, this is 
to see me and also the other fellow. 
Good. Check out a couple of: things 
again. You mean that commission thing. 
Yeah, what's your feeling on that? 


Setting Up the Commission 


H, She goes a little far on this thing 
about your baiting Marquis Childs and 
all that sort of thing. And not neces- 
sary. Just set up the commission and 
let them report out their findings with 
the idea that criminal law and prosecu- 
tion will evolve, It is a blue ribbon, 
four-star grand jury. That’s really what 
it is. Ah, one other thing that—delay 
in your coming down would be bad. 


Did he tell you that Jeb wants to meet’ 


with you? Oh, he is. O.K. That’s the-—I 
thought, well—the last I heard he want- 
ed to get together with the two of us 
and now it is the next thing we are 
gaing to take a stab at down here. If 
he is there, you will have covered that 
ground with him. Ervin? Full commit- 
tee. No, no. That’s a weak reed, Noth- 
ing. Yes. Well, we’d be glad to do it. 
There has been. specific follow up on 
specific items, but he does, If you call 
and say, “Call somebody and say this,” 
he calls somebody and says exactly 
that and calls back and says, “Well, 
I didn’t get any answer and. that is 
the end of that.” There is no initiative 


table. But Dean says we aren’t getting 
that either. ’'l—do you think I should 
talk to Kleindienst? You do? O.K.,. O.K. 


, On any of the committee and indeed 


some symbolic act of absolution after ‘ 
the thing is over, by being able to take.. 
them all back on. And say, “All right, : 


we have been through the whole thing, 
They fired the worst they had, but 
didn’t make the case. I am taking this 
fellow back and reinstating him with 
full status.” So obviously that is the 
reason. I can see the practical problem 


you would be faced with: you’ve got ° 


an awful lot of guys around here who 
like to — H. Hold each other off, 
you know. 


-P. That isn’t the problem, The prob- 


lem is not the fact that we can’t run : 


the shop. We can run the shop, maybe 


on the other hand, you say — like — 


; let’s — suit yourself — iet’s use Halde- 


man, because Haldeman could really 
beat these charges. Say Haldeman 
wanted fo leave then — 


the Grand Jury. Ah, what will you do, 
have the office call what time you will 
be here? O.K. Right, Thanks. Yes, sir. 
Sure, Sure. O.K. 
H, Magruder is with him right now. 
P. What did he say about a. meeting? 


H. He is coming down the first thing 


in the morning, 

P. Don’t wait. What I meant is, I 
would like to get a report on his con- 
versation with Magruder, Would. you 
call him back on that? H. Sure. 

_P. Do it this afternoon. H. [unintelli- 
gible]. It’s worth a try, though. 

P. Keep trying. It is now one o’clock, 
so probably — 

H. Secretary of State, please. Yes, 
please. [Telephone rings] 

P. Will he do it — what did he say? 

E. The only thing he knew was that 
Kleindienst had reported to him briefly 
that he had had a vary amicable meet- 
ing with Weicker, but ne didn’t go into 
any of the details of the meeting. I 
suggested to him that he talk with Klein- 
dienst first to find out what Weicker 
had said to Kleindienst before he, Gray, 
contacted him. 

P. I don’t want to —- E. Then I sug- 


' gested to him — [Telephone rings] 
not as well, but we can run it. But . 


H, Bill—could you come over this 
afternoon to met with the President? 
What's your time? We ought to get to- 
, gether for a few minutes ahead of ~ 
| give your some background on what we 
have done. What’s the earliest conven- 


and there’s no stuff beyond the vege-. 


jent time tor you? ‘two o'clock? Is that 
alright? Is it? Ok. Make it that vou 
have an appuintment with the President, 

H. Wait a second. P. Bob, I’ve got 
Mrs. Boggs at 3:00, so make it 1:30 so’ 
that I see him at 2:30. 

H. How about 1:30? Good. With me, 
because the President is tied up for a 
few minutes at three and we could 
go over at 3:15. I think 1 would say 
with the President. Yeah, and just drop 
in my office on the way. I think your 
record ought to be a meeting with the 
President. Ok. 

E. So Gray is going to do this. He is 
going to check with Weicker and then 
through me if it were appropriate, or 
I left it with him that he either report 
if not, to you direct, so that — P. Is 
he going to call Weicker in? H. He is 
going to Weicker? E. He is going to see 
Weicker. 

P. That’s good. H, Yep. E. Today. I 
don’t know where Weicker lives but 
mostly he [unintelligible] here — 


P. What the hell makes Weicker | 
tick? E. Nobody’s been able to figure, 


that out. 

H. He sure must be mad al one of us. 
I don’t know who or why. 

_P. Iam anxious to get his report. You 
know what I mean, I don’t know. : 

E. I don’t know of any specific spies 
of his down here at all. I have 
heard that he is just establishing his 
independence at this point against the 
upcoming Committee hearings. ; 

H, Undoubtedly he’s meeting with Jeb 
Magruder. 

E. Oh, really? H. He could have done 


it. 

E, How about that? H. That isn’t why 
he’s been. at Weicker’s office too. He 
says he could come down later. 

P. He says at the market house? H. 
I think he said market house. I don’t 
know. [ think— 

E. I know what he means! 

P. I really think I should not try to 
do that speech Thursday night. There 
are more important things. H. No, sir! 

E. That’s the most important thing, 
that you keep the momentum of the 
business going— 

P. I know, I know, I just meant 
though — I am just thinking — having 
this long -seance with Mitchell tomor- 
row is going to be very difficult. Well, 
I will get it done. I will try to do—At 
least let’s not have this difficult a 
schedule on Thursday, Keep one day of 
personal preparation. Although I feel 
pretty well. 

{Material unrelated to Presidential 
actions deleted] 

P, Anbody else that you can think 
of to mull over this plan? Rogers is 
coming in at three. Well — 


Meeting With Kleindienst 
E. I will see Kleindienst. That’s settled 


P, You'll see Kleindienst? When? E. 
This afternoon at three o’clock. 

‘P. Three o’clock, and then I think, 
when — huh? 

H. Should I also see Kleindienst? 
Should I, or should John be the only 
one? 

P. John, you do it. H. That’s what 
Mitchell was asking. Mitchell] is very 
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distressed that Kleindienst isn’t stepping 
up to his job as the contact with the 
Committee, getting Baker programmed 
and all that (A), and (B) that he isn’t 
getting — see Dean got turned off by 
the Grand Jury. Dean is not getting the 
information from Silbert on those things 
said at the Grand Jury. And Mitchell 
finds that absolutely incompetent and 
says it is Kleindienst’s responsibility. He 
is supposed to be sending us — 

P. Ask Kleindienst, John, put it on the 
basis that you’re not asking nor in 
effect is the White House asking; that 
John Mitchell says you’ve got to have 
this information from the Grand Jury 
at this time and you owe it to him. Put 
it right on that basis, now, so that 
everybody can’t then say the White 
House raised hell about this, because 
we are not raising hell. Kleindienst 
shouldn’t — where are you going to 
see him —— there or here? 

E. In my office. P. Have a session 
with him about how much you want 
to tell him about everything. E, Ah—. 

P. I think you’ve got to say, “Look, 
Dick, let me tell you, Dean was not 
involved—had no prior knowledge — 
Haldeman had no prior knowledge; you, 
Ehrlichman, had none; and Colson had 
none. Now unless—all the papers writ- 
ing about the President’s men and if 
you have any information to the con- 
trary you want to know. You've got to 
know it but you’ve got to say too that 
there is serious question here being 
raised about Mitchell. Right? That’s 
about it isn’t it? 

E. See, Magruder is playing—the 
game is interesting here. McCord is 
throwing off on Magruder and Dean. 

P. Why did he pick Dean to separate? 
Dean was in the news, I guess, 

Why he picked Dean, I don’t know. 

E. Now, wait a minute. Allright, not 
as much as Magruder. Magruder, too. 
What is shocking to me is his blowing 
off against the one fair guy you 
wouldn’t think he would cut up, against 
Haldeman. H. Yeah, Yeah, because he 
had thought — P. He didn’t: pick 
Strachan. Nobody would care about 
Strachan— E. But they care a hell of a 
lot about Haldeman. . 

P. And then Magruder was made by 
Haldeman. E, Yeah. P. And he also 
knows it’s not true. E. Oh,—P. I 
can’t figure it out. 


E. Well, I wouldn’t be surprised if | 


McCord has been led by Committee 


counsel. You see all the stuff about--° 


P. Dash. 


Los Angeles Times Article 


E. Yeah. All the stuff about Dean 
comes in the LA Times story. It doesn’t 
come in the McCord letter. P. Yeah. 
E. And Dean is the jogical target of the 
Committee. 

P. Bob, how do you analyze Magruder 
tossing it off to you rather than to 
Mitchell? That startled you, didn’t it? 

H. Well, he hits Mitchell too. He is 


just trying to wrap me because he | 


wants to get you in, I think my views 
is that what Magruder was doing here 
was firing a threat to the President 
and intends to say it—I don’t think he 
intends to use that so much as he 
intended—he jis trying to get people 
shook up. 


P. He isn’t asking to see me, is he? 
E, Oh, no. He is trying to get a line 
around you for his own protection. 

H. In other words, if all Magruder 
is going to do is take the dive himself, 
then we are not going to hear about it, 
If he makes us worry that he is going 
to get Michell and you and me— 

P, John, do you see any way though, 
any way, that Magruder can stick to 
his story? No. E. Yes, because he’s an 
ingenious— 

P. Stick to his story? E. He is an in- 
genious witness. I think, I am told, if 
he is really as good as they say-he is as 
a witness, it is possible that he could get 
away with it. Ah, it’s arguable. 

P. It’s his word against McCord, E. 
Ang he is flowing with the stream, you 
see. He is saying the things they want 
him to say. 

P. No, no, no, I_ don’t mean if he says 
—E. Oh if he sticks to his old story—I 
see, I see. I thought you meant the story 
he is laying out here. 

P. Oh, no no. This story. They would 
take that in a minute. E. I tell you I am 
to the point now where I don’t think 
this thing is going to hold together, and 
my hunch is’ that anybody who tries to 
‘stick with a story that is not susceptible 
to corroboration is going to be in se- 
rious difficulty. ; 

P. So, what do you feel then? E. Well, 
that is why I said I thought he ought to 
move to a real and immune confession 
of perjury if he can do it, There’s too 
many cross-currents in this thing now. 

P. Yeah, This is my view. If Magruder 


is going to. lie about it, you know, I 


am sure he checked it out. If Magruder 
is going to say then—then what the hell 
is in it for him. H-E. Immunity. 

P. Well, if he gets immunity — do we 
have — can’t the U.S. Who grants im- 
munity? The judges? 


Who Grants Immunity? 


E. Sirica grants immunity in the Grand 
Jury proceedings; Ervin grants it in Con- 
gressional proceedings; the Attorney 
General can grant it in anything. 

P Could the Attorney General grant it 
in the Congressional? E. No, but what he 
does there is informally work out with 
the Congress the pendency of Justice 
Department action. 

(Material Unrelated to Presidential Ac- 
tions Deleted.) © 

P. This is a bad rap here. We are not 
going to allow it. Our real problem is 
Mitchell. Now what about this? What are 
you going to do about it? He knows damn 
well Mitchell is right. Of course, we ought 
to know—can’t the Attorney General call 
Silbert, or is that too dangerous for 
him? E. Well he doesn’t have to do that 
—Henry Petersen follows that thing on 
a daily basis. ; 

P. Henry Petersen? E, Henry can let. 
Dick know, and that’s all there is to it. 

P, Alright, You just tell Dick. You see 
the problem is, there, that Dick thinks 
I-am—if he says he has furnished the 
Grand Jury things to the White House 
that there is a problem. 

P. Jury things to the White House 
that there is a problem. E. It’s a tender 
problem. I think what he has to do— 

P. No you could say this. Our need— 
our interest here—you could say is 


whether there are any White House 
people involved here and we will.move 
on them. E. That’s right. And the Presi- 
dent wants to know. ~ 

P, That is the purpose, Not to protect 


anybody, but to find out what the hell ' 


they are saying. E. Absolutely. That is 
the only basis on which to go. 

P, What have you today? Get every 
day so that we can move one step 
ahead here. We want to move. We are 
not going to wait until a Grand Jury 
drags them up there. E. OK. I will 
let you know: as soon as that is done. 

P. I wonder if we aren’t in a position 
to talk with Rogers and so forth, and 
get all the evidence in. E: Judge Sirica 
That’s, in effect, what you would do 
if you sent everybody down to the 
Grand Jury. I think the Judge does not 
have— 

P. You don’t think sending them to 
the Grand Jury is a viable option? E. 
This idea doesn’t appeal to me. 

P, I am just thinking. I know picking 
out these commissions are so difficult, 
so [unintelligible] as the good doctor 
says. E, Well, think about it in these 
terms. If you came out Friday and 
said, “O.K. I will get this thing cleared 
up, so I am going to send every man 
jack of the White House down to the 
Grand Jury to hang. Sure. Sure. You 
lay it out, directly or indirectly. I- have 
' talked to the Judge and he assures me 
. it will be done very expeditiously and, 


P, What I was thinking, you see, as 
an alternative — the Judge has now 
come out as a white knight here. The 
judge is — and incidentally, we can 
say in a sense that the Judge has given 
a sentence of 55 years to somebody 
who. had no former offense and so-forth 
and so on—but the reason Sirica doing 
this is much deeper, is because he thinks 
there is a cover. H.:Sure. PD 

. P. I don’t think you can hold that 
against the Judge.:You know, I means~ 
I do in a way, but. you know—E.: He 
is the proprietor of the court room-and 
he tries to conduct ‘trial; to get pub- 
licity. That’s whatitis. -  : - i 

P. Yeah. Another alternative thatz I 
thought of, rather than. try to set up 
another procedure, call the Judge iin 
and say, “Judge, we will carry out this 
investigation by sending them all down 
here and you can question them. I want 
everybody here and I want you to get 
to the bottom of this thing. You will 
have my total backing.” Now that is 
another way to do it. E, That’s OX. 
as. long as you then get out front. -* 

P. Well, I — ! 

E. You say to the country, “I hav 
now had this’ conversation with ‘the 
Judge—” P. Yeah. Well, that’s what I 
mean. That’s what I would say. a 

E. The thing that I get over and over 
again from just ordinary folks— Pp, 
Right, E, “Why doesn’t the President,” 
so and so and so and so. , : 

P. “Say something, what’s he done 
on it?” E. Yeah. So symbolically you've 
got to do something. i 

P. That’s right. Do something so that 
I am out front on this every—they don’t 
think the President is involved but they 
don’t think he is doing enough. - : 

E. That’s it. That’s it. P, No matter 
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how often we say we will cooperate— 
as you know we have done—and on 
and on and on— ee 

E. They don’t believe that at all<~ 
it is not getting through, Ziegler is rot 
sufficiently credible on this. - ees 

P. That’s right. E. In a sense, because 
—P.. What about the judge bisineés 
Let’s look at it that way, rather than 
the commission. - Aes ae 

E. Well, then what you have dorie 
is you have said, I will send John 


~Dean; I will send Haldeman; I -will sérid 


everybody to the grand jury. No im- 
munity, just send them down there to 
testify. Let it all come out. ; oa 

P. What’s that mean to. the Grand 
Jury? E. [unintelligible] fee a 


‘Says You’re Nuts? . 


P. No,-I mean I’m not going to 
H, On the grand jury strategy, do you 
say, “I am waiving executive privilege?” 

E. I think you do, P. Yeah. H. I think 
you do. : “i 

P. Now Colson disagrees with that 
one, doesn’t he? H. He says you’re nuts. 

P. No. I can say, consistent with that 
—when you say executive hearings, 


you mean— H. You ‘instructed us to be 


as forthcoming as we can— 

P. All the facts that have to do with 
any of this thing, this thing here, there 
is no—I consider no— H. But you don’t 
specifically say you are giving up ex- 
ecutive privilege. 7 

P. No privilege will be claimeg un- 
less it is absolutely necessary, or some- 
thing like that, We will work out some- 
thing. : : 

E. That will be the following ques- 
tion, the. minute that you say that. 
P. For me to say that on all matters 
that relate to this particular. matter, 
“Yes, that is what I would say execu- 
tive privilege is waived on.” I 
you've got to say that, Bob. . ; 

E, You could say this. You could say 
I have never had a communication with 
anybody on my staff about this burglary 
—P. Therefore—E. Or about Segretti, 
prior to—~ a ? 

P. Segretti, Segretti is not in this 
court so that is no problem. E, Well- 
then alright— “es 

P. I have never had. any—E. Since. 1 
had no communication with anybody on 
the White House staff about this burg- 
lary or about the circumstances leading 
up to it, there is no occasion for ex- 
ecutive privilege in this matter. 1 

P. With regard to this,,I want you to 
get to the bottom of it. So there will 
be no executive privilege on that. On 
other matters— 

H, And that takes you up to the June 
17th. What do you do after June 17th? 

P. Use the executive privilege .on 
that. a Bi 

E. Yeah, but there would be ques- 
tions like, “Did you ever discuss with 


' the President, Mr. Haldeman, the matter 
. of executive clemency for any of these 
' defendants.” : 


P, Both of them say no, 

H. Or the payment of money. The 
payment of— . ; 

P. Haldeman and Colson would both 
say no, there’s no. question. H. Since 
you want to waive privilege so that, we 
can say no, rather than invoking it— 

P. You can say that. . 2 


Colson Will Be Disturbed 


H. I think you've got to say that 
because basically their situation—Weill, 
Colson will be very disturbed by that 
and he must have a reason why “he 
would. ; As 

P. Well, why don’t you get [unintel- 
ligible] in so that I can hear it clearly 
and I will know. What is it, Bob, as 
you recall at the moment, and then: I 
will let you go. Colson says’ don’t give 
anything away that you don’t have ‘to, 
but you don’t have to, but you don’t 
know what the hell is going to happen 
to youif you goinandlie, ~~ ° 9 ” 

H. His thing is don’t do any line-to 
break your privilege, because if you 
get into [unintelligible] you may wart: it. 

P. But don’t use my privilege. Why 
don’t we just say, “With regard to ttiis 
[unintelligible]? z “ 

H. And then get a John Dean prob- 
lem, What about all your lawyer-client 
privilege? i 

P. Lawyer-client with me — H. Yeah. 

P. Well, that’s fine. I said that is' a 
matter that has to be decided upén. 

H. No lawyer-client with other mem- 
bers of the staff. Only pertains to his 
role as your [unintelligible] our role as 
your agents. 

P. Well, I think we can work some- 
thing out. John, consider for a moment 
the play—not for the big thing—in- 
cidentally I should put this down—or 
I would just say “The place that this 
should be—?” Paes 

E. You see the argument that could 
be made. P. I know the Judge is tough 
and all that sort of thing. The argu- 
ment could be made. There is an honest 
judge. He will get the facts. The argu- 
ment could also be made by [unintelli- 
gible]. When criminal charges are. in- 


‘volved, the proper place for those to 


be considered is not in a kangaroo court 
of this Congress that drags on and on 
and on, but before a grand jury. And 
indictments, indictments would be heard 
before a criminal court. Under the cir- 
cumstances [unintelligible] 

E. Ervin’s answer to that will be the 
President is trying to fight this battle 
on his battleground and it is obvious 
he wants his FBI, his Justice Department, 
his prosecutor —P, But not his judge. 
You see the one strong point is—Rogers 
had raised, not in this connection but 
with Bob — is that the judge out of this 
is the big white knight now. He is as 
clean as a hound’s tooth. He is as clean 
as anybody you can find. H. You ask 
the judge or direct the judge or request 
the judge. You can’t direct a judge. P. 
No. H. Request the judge and highly rec- 
ommend to the judge that he appoint 
& special prosecutor, P, That’s right, 


They'll Drag It On’ 


' H. The President’s Justice Department, 


therefore, the President’s FBI, the Presi- 
dent’s Special Prosecutor — P. Let me 
say the same thing is going to happen 
before a commission in the long run. 
Let’s face it, They’ll have special prose- 
cutors who will want to make a-name 
for themselves. Everybody wants to 
make a name for themselves in this 
[unintelligibe]. They'll drag it on and on 
and on. The idea that a commission 
might go through the ’74 election, etc.— 


my view is I can’t have this [untelli- 
gible] I think the damn thing is going 
to come out anyway, and I think you 
better cut the losses now and just better 
get it over much sooner and frankly 
sharper. Let’s just say, ‘Well judge, let’s 
go.’ 

“-H. How come all the rush now? You’re 
not committed to this route. You are 
not necessarily forced to come out now. 
Magruder can stay with his own posi- 
tion if he wants to. P. Of [unintelligible]. 
E. Anybody would say—P. What I 
meant is, John, if you called the judge 
in and say, ‘Look judge, you recognize 
that — while we’ve never met — that 
I would strongly recommend a special 
prosecutor,’ if he doesn’t have confi- 
dence in the present prosecutor, ‘but 
you can pick anybody you want, Now 
have at it. That I will—’ - 

" E, I think that is something to talk 
to Kleindienst about. I’ talk to him... 

P. You talk to him and Bob, I think 
you should talk to Rogers about this. E. 
Special Prosecutors, as Rogers points 
out, is a slam at the Justice Department, 
which is already in trouble. . 

P. It needs to be slammed, The Judge, 

in other words the idea of killing— 
H. It's the popular route —. 
- P. The idea, the President gets the 
Judge ad says, “Now you are an hon- 
est Judge. You are doing your job. Those 
Special prosecutors have nothing to 
hide here, All right, let’s go. E. I don’t 
think the Judge appoints him. I think 
the Attorney General appoints him, as 
a matter of fact. 


Plan on Prosecutor 


oP, Well we can say, “If you want 
a Special Prosecutor, ‘the Attorney Gen- 
eral will appoint one. Kleindienst says 
he is a good friend of Sirica’s, or what- 
ever, So—E. Yeah. He could work it 
out, 

P. He ‘will appoint a special prose- 
cutor if you request one, H. Well, 
would it be acceptable to you even 
though he told you he wanted one? 
So that you get it out of the — 

P, I am inclined to think that — 1 
feel that that kind of a move — of 
course if he names [unintelligible] we 
could do that right tomorrow, E. Uh, 
huh, Well, would you want to on tele- 
vision tomorrow? 

’ P. No, but the way I would do the 
television — I am not planning to do 
this before at 9 o’clock, on prime time. 
{ would do this in the Oval Room; no 
tnake up at all. In other words, that’s 
enough right there. What the hell, I 
could say I have done this, I have — I 
want to get to the bottom of this and 
what have you [unintelligible] O.K. 
John? All right, E, Surely nothing trou- 
bles me. 

[Materials unrelated to Presidential ac- 
tions deleted] 

P, Well you have plenty to do at this 
point, Inform me as soon as you get 
something from Gray on Weicker? In- 
form me as soon as you've got some- 
thing on Kleindienst. All right? E. Yep. 

P. I would have a real workshed 
with him. Just say, ‘Mitchell is just 
damn disappointed,” and he will listen 
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and he will jump up and down and. 


shout. But what the hell, I am always 
kind. But you just say I want to level 
with you, 


March 28, 1973 


Ehrlichman and Kleindienst 
Telephone Conversation 


> E. The President wanted me to cover 
with you. Are you on an outside line? 
K. I’m at my parent’s house. 

E. Oh, fine; O.K., so it’s a direct line? 
‘No. 1, he wanted me to ask you those 
two things that I did yesterday about 
thé grand jury and about Baker. He had 
me call Pat Gray and have Pat contact 
Lowell Weicker to ask Weicker about 
this second story that he put out yester- 
day to the effect that he had informa- 
tion about White House involvement. 
And Weicker told Gray that he was talk- 
ing there about political sabotage and 
not about the Watergate. 

K. About.the Segretti case? E. Yeah, 
and that he was quite vague with Pat 
as to what he had. 

- K. I called him also, you know, after 
I talked to the President on Monday. 

’ E. Well, the President’s feeling is 
that it wouldn’t be too bad for you in 
your press conferences in the next 
‘couple of days to take a swing at that 
and just say we contacted the Senator 
because we continue. to exercise dili- 
gence in this thing and we’re determined 
to track down every lead and it turns 
out he doesn’t have anything. 

K. I would really at this delicate 
point question the advisability of pro- 
voking, you know, a confrontation with 
Weicker. He’s essentially with us, he 
and Baker get along good. 

E. Is he? K. Baker thas had a long 
talk with him and toid him to shut up 
and said that he would, and I talked 
with him on Sunday after he said he 
didn’t have anything. But he’s kind of 
an excitable kid and we just might not 
want to alienate him, and I think. that 
if he finds himself in a direct word 
battle with the White House and me and 
loses face about it, I think in the long 
Tun we might need that guy’s vote. 

E. I see. You don’t think that this is 
evidence of alienation to the point of no 
return then? 

K. No. You mean by Lowell? E, Yeah. 

K. No; I don’t. He’s pretty ~ disen- 
chanted with the whole concept of it. 
Connecticut politician— ; 

E. Well, use your own judgment on 
it, Richard, 


‘Let the Chips Fall’ 


K. On TV I guess seven or eight times 
this Sunday when I finished my testi- 
mony before my appropriations com- 
mittee—all three networks I referred to 
the letter that I sent to Sirica and I also 
emphasized and repeatedly said (a) the 


President wants this investigated—iet ’ 


the chips fall where they will. But sec- 
ondly, that if anybody has any informa- 
tion, we not only want it, we expect to 
get it so we can investigate it and if 
necessary ; 


K. Indict other people and that any- 


bedy who withholds information uke 
that is obstructing justice. But I did not 
refer to Weicker. And my judgment 
right now is not to do so. E. 0.K., O.K, 

K, If he gets to that point, the hell 
with him. 

E. Well, our uneducated and unin- 
formed impression was that he was 
trying to develop an attack line here 
on the White House or the President. 

K, If that .. . if we would conclude 
that that is what he’s up to, that he is 
completely alienated, then I Say we've 
got to take him on. 

E. Well, keep track of that and you'll 
be talking to Baker and you get a feel 
of it. O.K., now, the-President said for 
me to say this to you. That: the best in- 
formation he had and has is that neither 
Dean nor Haldeman nor Colson nor I nor 
anybody in the White House had any 
prior knowledge of this burglary. He 
Said that he’s counting on you to provide 
him with any information to the con- 


. trary if it ever turns up and you just 


contact him direct. Now as far as the 
Committee to Re-elect is concerned he 
said that serious questions are being 
raised with regard to Mitchell and he 
would likewise want you to communi- 
cate to him- any evidence or inferences 
from evidence on that subject. 

K. With respect to them, unless some- 
thing develops with these seven people 
who were convicted, all those people 
testified under oath before a grand jury 
and their testimony was not contradic- 
tory, and until something comes along 
I think this fellow McCord, if he has 
something besides his own testimony in 
addition to that to refute the sworn 
testimony, then you’d have to do it. 
The comment I made yesterday about 
McCord was that it takes— 

E, Take him for what he is. 


‘All Kinds of Motives’ 


K, He’s facing a long jail sentence 
and he has all kinds of motives to say 
all kinds of things but I also pointed 
out that most of the people, well, these 
people who were involved were inter- 
viewed by the F.B.I, and they testified 
under oath before a grand jury to the 
contrary of what McCord is saying. But 
I understand the President’s direction, | 

E. He’s concerned about Mitchell. 
K. SoamIl 

E. And he would want to have a 
private communication from you.if you 
are possessed of any information that 
you think he ought to have with regard 
to John. . 

K. Now he ought to think about John, 
McCord or Liddy or Hunt or any of © 
these seven, you know, testify unden 
oath specifically to their knowledge they 
have a basis for saying so that Mitchell 
or any of these guys knew about it; we 
have a very serious problem. Possible 
prejury, possibility of going back to the 
grand jury—they have a grand jury de- 
termine when anyone should be indicted) 
When you talk about Mitchell and me 
that really creates the highest conflict 
of interest. And we want to give some 
thought to having, in such an event— 
having a special prosecutor. 

' E. What is the procedure for that? 

K. Well, I don’t know. I think that the 

President could appoint somebody as a . 


special prosecutor to direct the F.B.I. to ~ 
cooperate with him, giving them an op- 
portunity to hire some attorneys, you; 
know, on his staff, and then just have 
complete authority to have his own in- 
vestigation. And if there’s evidence that 
comes out that there were acts of crimi- 
nal behavior, have them presented ta 
a grand jury, then proceed with it. 

E. Could you have somebody brief out 
how that’s done? Just so we know. And 
the question would be whether the Pres. - 
ident or Sirica or you know who actually. 
does it? } 

K. Well it wouldn’t be the judge. The 
judge has no jurisdiction. I think It 
would be the President. 

E. O.K. 


All Worked for Mitchell 


K. But it has its own problems that 
by doing that you in effect say publicly, 
well, O.K, the Department of Justice 
and the Attorney General, the U.S. At- 
torney and the F.B.I. all corrupt. I’ve 
now found that out and have got to get 
myself a new— : 

E. Of course we've resisted that right 
straight through. A 

K. I think that we have to do it in the 
event that it appears that Mitchell him- 
self is going to be involved in any 
further litigation, because all the men 
who are doing this who have worked for 
him, been appointed, and I think if it 
came down to him that that’s what I 
would seriously start thinking about, 
recommending, _ 

.E. Also this business of the grant of 
immunity to witnesses before the grand 
jury, is that peculiarly in the province of 
the court? 

K. No, that’s the Department of Jus- 
tice. E, That is? 

K. In almost every criminal case of 
- any consequence when we convict some- 
body the next thing to do is haul them 
back in before a grand jury to find out _ 
what they know. You have to do it in 
this case— always going to do it. Quite | 
a limitation posed on us John is that— 
who couldn’t cut it [inaudible]. But you 
have two really distinct situations here. 
You have the Watergate inquiry by 
Senator Ervin, that’s the political side 
of it. And then you have the obligation 
imposed upon us to investigate criminal 
conduct. Two separate distinct opera- 
tions. They’re getting all fuzzed up. 

E. What progress are they making 
right now. Have you had a reading on it? 

K. Well, the last time I talked to 
Henry Monday because of Sirica’s sen- 
tencing procedures, it got a little boxed 

up, Sirica is really lousing this thing 

up. I don’t know. I’m going to talk to 

Petersen this morning and I'll call you 

back, 

E. O.K., great, that’s all I had on 

my list. K. Thanks, John, a 

E. Now, he said that there was a’ 
possibility he’d like to see you in San 

Clemente Saturday morning first thing. 
’ So you might just keep that in the back 

of your mind, Don’t rearrange any of 

your schedules or anything, but I'll let 
you know if that materializes, We'd 
send a chopper up to L.A. for you. 

Thank you, : 

K. O.K, 
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March 30, 1973 
— (12:02-12:18 PM.) 
The President, Ehrlichman 
_ and Ziegler, Oval Office 


[Someone left the room after having 
a picture taken.] - 

E, We have, I think, a useful state- 
ment that has been cleared by Dean 
and Mitchell and is directed with the 
cover-up charge. 

P. Do you want me to read it? 
Z. I think you probably better. 

P. I can read it [unintelligible] dis- 
cuss and so forth. Or 
read it? 


Z. No, well it’s not a statement, Mr. 


President, it’s some talking points for 
me. a: 

P. Yeah, O.K. E. The brackets at the 
top go to the end. 

P. Could we say—could we add one 
thing here? Say this for the last. Every— 
I’ve called for an investigation on the 
White House staff—ig that? And—every 
—every. This is a statement of the 
President? , 

Z. No, no—I would make it, 

P. Yeah, yeah. The President called 
for—fine. Every member of the White 
House staff who has been mentioned 
[unintelligible] mentioned as a—has sub- 
mitted a sworn affidavit to me denying 
any knowledge of. 

E. Any prior knowledge. 

_ P. Any knowledge of or participation 
in. Could we say this? E. No—I wouldn’t, 

P, Why? Not true? Too defensive? 


Objections Raised 


E, Well, No. 1—it’s defensive—it’s 
selfserving. No, 2—then that estab- 
lishes the existence of a piece of paper 
that becomes a focal point for a sub- 
Poena and all that kind of thing. 

P. [unintelligible] something. [long 
pause] Members of the White House 
staff would welcome an opportunity— 
Are we going too far and urging the 
grand jury to do it? 

E. Well— that’s —we were farther 
over and we’ve come back to welcome. 
I don’t know. Maybe that’s still too 
strong. 

Z. We should tell the President about 
the framework which will be giving 
this. There’s a leak out of the Commit- 
tee—P. Oh. Z. for the Re-Election of 
the President and the suggestion that 
you have waived the—the restriction 
on—on Dean being 
_ E. The Dean thing, See, we cleared 
it with Mitchell, we cleared it with 
Magruder afd with Dean’s lawyer. 

E, And Dean thinks it was Magruder 
that leaked it, . 

P. “Members of the White House 
staff.” Well [pause], I don’t know 
whether you can say “would welcome 
the opportunity.” Why don’t you say, 
“Members of the White House staff 
will—will appear before the grand jury 
m person, at any time the jury feels 
it’s relevant, and furnish any infor- 
mation regarding that individual’s al- 
leged knowledge.” You-see what I 
mean? I don’t think you say “would 
welcome.” “Will appear—will appear 


do you want to _ 


before the grand jury if the jury teeis 
it is relevant, Furnish any information 
of an individual's alleged knowledge.” 
[pause] Have you got it in hand? 

Z, Well, except for that it is only for 
me, as a talking piece. - 


Dictation Continues 


P. Yeah. Have you had it? “If the 
grand jury feels it’s relevant, members 
of the. White House staff, by direction 
of the President, will—will appear be- 
fore the grand jury.” I think that’s a 
little better than the idea that members 
of the White House staff “would wel- 
come.” Don’t you think so, John? 

Z. “By direction of the President.” 
E. Right. 

P. “By direction of the President will 
appear before the grand jury and fur- 
nish any information regarding that in- 
dividual’s alleged.” I like that a little 
better. E. O.K. [pause.] 

P. I would say it is not the objective 
of the White House, however, to draw 
a curtain down over this matter, to 
cover up this matter, cover up this 
matter, and to withhold any infor- 
mation. [Long pause.] 

P. Why don’t we say that we admit 
there are, of course, other informal 


_ Ways that could be used. We are ready 


——we are ready to—say—we are ready ° 
to discuss those -procedures with the 
committee, No, and we are ready to 
cooperate with the committee to work 
out the procedure—to work out « 
proper procedure—be proper to work 
out a proper procedure, How’s that, 
John? Is that all right? - 

E. That’s all right. You want to say, 
we continue to be ready? 

P. No—just say, we are ready—let’s 
—that’s a little, E, All right. 

P. We are ready—we are ready to 
work out—to work out—that’s right. 
Let them see that we are backing down 


‘a bit. E. All right. 


P. Ready to work. Z. And then who 
should we get to say this? 

P. We get. Z. Well, John? 

E. Well, now, you've given Klein-. 
dienst the franchise. P. Yep. ' 

E, You—we’ve got to get word to 
him, which we were going to do Satur- 
day. That we were going to shift 
courses, 

Z. Let’s say. P. We are ready. We 
are ready. We'll say the—let’s leave it 
with the Timmons’s office. 

E. Well, why say it? P. Yeah—just 
say it, well, with members—the ap- 
propriate members of the staff. 

E. Why not say this? This is going 
to be done without publicity. P, Yeah. 

E, And, P. No. It’s going to be done 
informally without publicity—by what- 
ever. E. Period, 

P. This will be done informally. Z. We 
can do it, but we just have one problem 


' to dwell on. If you give the name, like, 


if you say, 
P. Yeah. 
Z. Well, Timmons’s office would he. 
P. That’s right. Then they go after 
him. 
Z. Prepared to do that. Then—-no— 
then you do solidify your point, you see. 
E. Yeah, but the problem is that 
there’s always—there’s already a lot 


of complaint on the committee, and 
particularly with Baker, that there’s 
too many people running this show. 
P. That’s right. - 

E. And if we introduce Timmons or 
we introduce somebody else. . 

P. Yeah. Don’t give them a name. 
The—the, why don’t you just say the 
President will name a—no. 

E. You could go this far. P. Yeah. 

E. You could say we've been in touch 
with the committee. P, Yeah. Yes, ‘ 

Z. Have you? ; : 

E, And—yeah—I’ve talked to Baker. 

/ > PR, We have been—we have been in 
communication with members of the— 
~no—well, then you see—you’ve only 
' been. in touch with one member.: 
' Z. When we're dealing with. 

E.. Well, why don’t you say com- 
munications have been opened and will 
proceéd, . . 

P. Communications have been opened 
with members of the committee, .What 
members? That’s—I'm not going to dis- 
cuss that. I can’t go into that. Com- 
munications have been opened with the 
committee—why don’t you say with 
the committee—Committee—communi- 
‘cations are handled with the committee 


to—for the purpose of working out a | 


proper, informal procedure, - 
’ *Taiked to Baker’. 


Z, And that has taken-place? E, Yeah. 

_ I talked to Baker yesterday. P, That’s 
right. Well, we've had lots of talks with 
him. He ‘talked to Baker at length, 
Ervin’s gone. Is that all right, John? 

' Z. If I could say, John is—has, E, You, 
see, we got an Attorney General prob- 
lem. P. We got—we got Kleindienst. 

E. Let’s not force this. Z. All right. 

E. If you want to, you can say, well 
I may have something more to say _ 
about this later. 


P. That’s fine. Damn well. Just say, 
Ym not going to discuss it because these ; 


are informal negotiations at this point 
—informal discussions are taking place 
at this point, Z. Right. : 

P. As soon as something is formalized 
we will let you know. Z. Good. 

BP. That’s really true and say if some- 
thing is. worked out we will let you 
know. The, some informal discussions 
have already taken place. \That’s right. 
-—-some informal discussions, I’m: not 
going to go into the. Z. All right—I’ve 
got it. 

P. How’s that? [pause] Oh, it’ll be a 
little long [pause] Within the framework 
of our judicial system. You might say 
of our system. Don’t you think so? 

’ E. Read the phrase. - 

P. Yeah, It is our position today and 
in the past that if these charges are to 
be tested it should be done within the 
legitimate framework of our judicial . 
system. Don’t you think so? . 

E. That takes it out of the Congress, 
then., 

Z. But the legislative. P. Yeah, well 

' then-—just say system, And you don’t— 
and then you're not using the last—the 
bracketed thing at all? 

E. The bracket at the top goes at the 
end where he says, Z. “Not going to 
apply it specifically.” But he’s referring 
‘to the bracket at the end. 

E. No. No, We're not going to use 
that. P, You're not going to use that? 
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_E. No, It’s got a lot of problems as- 
sociated with it. 

P. Yeah—because 
committee on. 

E. Yeah—well, we worked with a lot 
of different variations of that and just 
decided really it was better to leave 
it out. , 

Z. Give the committee—and give the 
committee back into the start there by 
saying. ij 

P. I question. [pause] I don’t know. | 
Well anyway, it’s all right. Do you think 

it helps some? | 
i 


you're taking the 


E. I think jt does. And I think—Ron’s 
going to get some questions—Ron’s go- | 
ing to get up there. “Well Ron, you’re 
not going to apply this to specific in- 
stances. What are you trying to say to 
us?” And he again could come back 
and say, “What I am saying to you is 


that the mistake that people are mak- } 


ing—thére’s a mistaken impression that 
the White House is trying to cover up 
in this matter—is just a mistake.” 


‘Separation. of Powers 


P. Listen—I’q almost start this thing 
-—I just want to lay to rest what I think 
is a—what is a—I’m not making any 
changes of how it happened. I want to 
lay to rest a massive ‘misapprehension 
that has ‘been created in the press, cre- 
ated in the country with regard to the 
White House position on the Watergate 
matter. The aftermath. That is, because 
of—because of our—and that is—we 
aré attempting, the position is to with- 
hold information and to cover up—this 
is totally true—you could say this is 
totally untrue, I think I’d start right 
out that—massive misapprehension and 
so forth and so on. 5 : 

Z. Cover up -and withhold informa- 
tion, Ot a 

P. Cover up withold information. 

Z. And then bang into it. E. Mm-huh. 
. Z. Part .of the case is built on the 
fact that fellows love this room, and 
your press of ‘course—is no place to 
work this out. 

P. Yeah—yeah. That’s it exactly. 

E. And our refusal to—our- refusal 
to try this case in the newspapers. 
P. Yeah. : oT 

_ E. Has led to. . 

P. Yeah, yeah. Now—I’d say our— . 
now—a part of that, I must say, due 
tothe fact—our refusal to try the 
case in the newspapers—to try this 
matter in the newspapers—and the po- 
sition of maintaining the constitution- * 
al—the President’s necessity of main- 
taining the constitutional separation of 
powers. But as the President, I'd say, 
as the President made crystal clear in 
his press conference on Aug. 2, the pur- 
pose of his insistence on the separation 
of powers is not to cover up. There 
will be total and complete cooperation 
with the agencies of Government to get 
at the facts. And the facts can be ob- 
tained and still maintain the principle 
of separation of powers—and all the 
pee can be obtained. Something like 
that. 


__E. That’s in there I think pretty good. 


[Dishes or walking around.] 


P. You don’t watit to make a sworn 
statement, huh? 


E. I would just as soon not—I think 
we are better off not, oh, doing up a 
stream. Look at the-—. 


P, The only position that I am con-' 
cerned about is this. I wonder if you 
could take whatever Ron says and—— 

E. We're going to hypo it—we're go- 
ing to get it around. : 

P. Get it to the Congress, E, Right. 


.. P. Get it to George Bush. 


‘EZ Right. I'm going to see the guys 
that are going to do that and I'll do 
it now. 

P. All right, fine. If you could work 
on that between now and 3 o'clock I 
think it would be very helpful: 

E. I shall. P. Fine. You work on it 
and I'll take off. 


March 30, 1973 


Excerpt From Press 
Briefings, Ziegler 


- With regard to the grand jury, the 
President reiterates his instructions 
that any member of the White House 


' staff- who is called by the grand jury 


will appear before the grand jury to 


: answer questions regarding that indi- 
4 vidual’s alleged knowledge or possible 
involvement in the Watergate matter, 


, This is a restatement of a policy 
that has been in effect, Ifthe grand 
| jury calls any member of the White 
i House staff, that person, by direction 
| of the President, will appear to testify 
| regarding that individual’s — alleged 
: knowledge of possible involvement in 
: the Watergate matter, 


April 8, 1973 
(7:33-7:37 A.M.) 


. Telephone Conversation: 
: The President and Ehrlichman 


§ P. Oh, John, Hi. FE. I just wanted to 
: post you on. the Dean meeting. It went 
. fine. He is going to wait until after 
| he’d had a chance to talk with Mitchell 
‘and to pass the word to Magruder 
, through his lawyers that he is going to 
: appear at the grand jury. His feeling is 
| that Liddy has pulled the plug on Ma- 
‘ gruder, and that [unintelligible] he 
, thinks he knows it now. And he says 
‘that there’s no love lost there, and ~ 
, that that was Liddy’s motive in com- 
‘ municating informally. . 
; DP. Uh-huh. E. At the same time, he 
| said there isn’t anything that he, Dean, 
- knows or could say that would in any 
: way harm John Mitchell. 
:  P. But it would harm Magruder. FE. 
; Right. And his feeling is that Sirica 
| would not listen to a plea of immunity 
| at a [unintelligible] I should say, And 
: that [unintelligible] from him. He would 
; be much better off to go in there and 
| have an informal talk and that’s what 
he wants to do. 
| BP. Right. E, So, obviously, we didn’t 
tell him not to, but we did say that it 
is important that the other people knew 
what he was doing. 


P. Well, Mitchell, of course, was go- 
ing to, be put to the prod on this one, 
E. That’s right. _ , ; 

P. Mitchell has got to decide wheth- 
er he’s going to tell John Dean, “Look 
here, I don’t think you ought. to say 
a word or you've got to:go down and 
lie.” Well, John is not going to lie. 

E, He says John Mitchell is sort of . 


. living in a dream world right now, He 


thinks this is all going to go away. 

P. He thinks that? E. Yeah. 

P. John Dean thinks that John Mitch- 
ell is living in a dream world? 


No Counsel Obtained 


E. Yeah, He thinks that that’s Mitch- 
ell’s frame of mind on all of this. For 
instance, he hasn’t bothered to obtain 
counsel. He hasn’t really done much 
about preparing himself or anything of 
this kind. So—— oe 

P. But what does Dean think about it? 

E. Well, Dean says it isn’t going to 
go away. It’s right on top of us and 
that the smartest thing that hie, Dean, 
could do is go down there and appear 
cooperative. P. Right. 

E. So, he’ll be around all day to- 
morrow and we'll see how this unfolds 
during the day, 

- P. What does he — do you have any 
feeling about the Magruder thing as to 
what he ought to do? 

E. Yes, And he said, “Well, the thing 
that I didn’t understand was that Ma- 
gruder was the target of the long Liddy 
discussion” — and there wasn’t any- 
thing that he, Dean, could add, 

P. No, no, no, no, But what about 
the theory of your idea that Magruder. 
ought to come in and say, ‘Look, my 
recollection has been refreshed’ and so 
forth. 

Seeking an Instigator 

E. Well, yeah, but he said that he’s 
Satisfied that they are not really after 
Magruder. on perjury. They are after 
him — P. On Watergate. ; 

E. They are after somebody as the , 
instigator. of the plot. P. I see. . 

E. And that, cleaning up the — 

P. What does he think Magruder will | 
do? Whether Magruder will — E. Well, - 
nobody knows, ! 

P. Magruder could be the loose [un- 
intelligible] of the whole plan. 

E. He’s entirely vulnerable and no- 
body knows. P. Uh-huh. : 

'E. But Dean’s very strong feeling is 
that this is a time wheneyou just have 
to let it flow. And that’s his —~ 

P. I tend to agree with him, you 
know. Do you? E. Yes, I do. I do. 

P. Basically, Mitchell must say — go 
on in and hard-line it, John, etc. We 
cannot, we can’t claim privilege for 
Dean on this kind of a matter, can we? 

E. I don’t believe on acts prior to | 
the investigation, no. : 

P. That’s right, and that’s what 
they’re asking for, and Dean says, 
“Look, Ii be very careful, etc., 
but . . . .” So where do we go from 
there then? Then, he pulls the plug on 
Magruder, but then the point that John 
Mitchell has got to be concerned about 
is that Magruder pulled the piug on him. 

E. Well, that’s right. That’s right. ; 
That’s correct. , 
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P. But the next question, John, they 
are going to ask Magruder is, “Who told 
you? Did you clear this with anybody? 


Who gave the final approval?” 
E. Yeah. Uh-huh. Obviously. P. 1 
don’t think, strangely enough . . . If 


he’s going to pull the plug, he’s going to ~ 


pull it on Mitchell rather than on 
Haldeman. _ . 7 

E. Well, that’s right. . . and. . , 
and that’s the reason that we felt that 
not only out of fairness, but also in 
order to make sure that nobody felt 
that the White House is buying them. .., 


that John ought to talk to these fellows. 


and let them know what it is that he’s 
intending to do. 

P. When does he have to decide this? 
E. Well, he has to get in touch with 
them tonight. ; 

P..Uh, huh. E. And he thought that 
he would probably see them tomor- 


row night. A 


P. Uh, huh, E. You see, they prepare 
their case at night and work the jury 
during the day. é 


Seek Appointment 


P. So—he’ll tell them that tomorrow. : 


night PH talk to you and tonight, he 
says—what’s he going to say tonight? 
E. Well, he just says, give me an ap- 
pointment tomorrow night. ; 

P. So he'll go over and see them. 
E, Yeah. %, 

P. Right. E. I think he has to do that. 
P. That’s right. Eats 

E. All right, sir? 

P. But he’s got to let it off pretty 
hard with Mitchell ... he hasn’t got 
any choice on it, that he will not testify 
to anything after the fact. And that 
he’ll not testify except .. . and then 
he'll be damn careful he’s protective 
about it. Is that what he’s going to say? 
We don’t wamt Mitchell, you know, 
popping off. 

E. Well, he’s going to just say to 
John that he certainly is not going to 
look for .,.. But then he, Dean, doesn’t 
really know anything that jeopardizes 
John. Which is true. 

P. Now, who is going to talk to Ma- 
gruder? E. Ah, Dean’s lawyer is going 
to talk to Magruder’s lawyer and... . 

P. What the hell is he going to tell 
him, though? E. He’ll tell him that John 
has been invited to come down for an 
informal conference and that he is go- 
ing to have to go. 

P. That’s right. So what does that 
do to Magruder? E, Well, that undoubt- 
edly unplugs him but—but it also alerts. 
him in the most orderly kind of way. 


‘Not What They’re After’ 


P. Right. E. And .... P. But John 
Dean says Magruder can’t get off by 
going in and confessing to the perjury. 

E. No, no, he says that’s not really: 
what they're after. P. They want to con- 
vict him for Watergate. E. Right. 

P. Well, if he confesses perjury, he’s 
going to be convicted for Watergate, 
right? E. Both, 

P. They’ll get him for both? E. Yeah. 

P. Under the [unintelligible] versi 
of the law. ; 

E, Well, ’'m afraid that if he comes 
down and testifies, I would guess what 


he will try to do is plead some sort 
of a constitutional. protection, Fifth 
Amendment, or something. \ 

P. Yeah. That’s what I would think. 
He had better plead the Fifth Amend- - 
ment. I don’t think he’s got any other 
choice. : 

E. It doesn’t sound like it to me. 

P. Right. O.K., you'll let me know 
tomorrow—after Ervin. 

E. Pi let you know after Shultz. 
P. Yeah. Yeah. O.K. 

E. Bye, 


April 14,1973 
(8:55 A.M.-11:31 AM.) 
The President, Haldeman’ 
and Ehrlichman, Executive-:: 
Office Building 5) 


(Material unrelated to Presidential ace 
tions deleted) oo 

P. Did you reach any conclusions as 
to where we are? E. No conclusions. 
Dick Wilson, I think, has an interesting” 
column this morning [unintelligible]. It’s- 
all a money problem. [Unintelligible] 
Well, yes— vat 
_ P. Wilson’s in The Star. E. [Unintel= 
ligible.] P. So what? H. [Unintelligible} 
is really the essence of this whole thing, 
is too much money, Too much was 
spent. And so I~ ; 

P, Yeah. My point, everybody— 

H. No, not everybody. Let’s say, one 
group, pieces that [unintelligible) has 
on that side and more like [unintel- 
ligible] says that his, you know, solving 
Watergate doesn’t take care of it, . 

P. Lots of people, I think,-want the 
President to speak out on the whole 
general issue of money and campaign 
and all that. fe Pees 

E. Generally, but he gets specific on 
this. He says also [unintelligible} 

P. Is that what you think? Go out 
and make a speech? 

E. Pll tell you what I think. I think 
that the President’s personal involve- 
ment in this is important. And I know-— 

P. I don’t think it’s a speech. Well, 
that’s a point. I think there are other 
Ways you can get at it. Now I was 
thinking of the—before we get into that 


' though let’s get back. I'd like to go in, 


if I could, to what your conversation 
with Colson was and in essence, what 
did he and the lawyer tell you about? 


Hunt to Testify 


E. That visit was to tell me that Hurt 
was going to testify on Monday after- 
noon, : 

P. How does he know that? How does 
he get such information? E, Undoubtedly 
through Bittman. i 

P. Right, E. Or Bittman to Shapiro(?) 

P. Now why is Hunt testifying? Did 
he say? : 

E. He said, I'll tell you what he said 


and then Vl tell you what I think the 
fact is. He. said Hunt was testifying 
because there was no longer any point 
in being silent. That so many other peo- 
ple were testifying, that there was no 
—he wasn’t really keeping any [unintel- 
ligible]. . 


P. Yeah. E. It wouldn't add much. My 
feeling is that Bittman got very antsy. 

P, Why? 

E. This grand jury started focusing 
on the aftermath and he might be in- 
volved. H. Exactly. 

P. What did he say? 

E. He went to the U.S. Attorney and 
he said, “Maybe I can persuade my 
client to talk.” 

P. What do Colson et. al., Colson and 
Shapiro, think we ought to do under 
these circumstances? Get busy and-nail 
Mitchell in a hurry? E.. Yes. 

P. How is that. going to help? 

E. Well, they feel that after he testi- 
fies that the whole thing is going to fall 
in in-short order. P, Right. : 

E. Mitchell and Magruder will got 
untarily be indicted. Both will say you 
have lost any possibility of initiative for 
participation in the process. 

P. What does Colson. want us to do? 

E. He wants you to do several things. 
He want you to persuade Liddy to talk. 

P, Me? E. Yes, sir. That’s his—I didn’t 


bring my notes, but, basically— |: 


P. Oh. Last night you didn’t mention: 
that. E. I thought I had. P. Maybe you | 
did, maybe you did. I would need to let 
—bring Liddy in and tell him to talk? 
E. You can’t bring him in: He’s in jail. | 
P, Oh. E. You would send, you send: 


word to him—of -course through a|- 


spokesman or in some way you would) 
be activist on this score. | 

H, There’s no—that doesn’t involve! 
any real problem. As Dean points out, 
he is not talking *cause he thinks. he| 
supposed not to talk. If he is supposed 
to talk, he will. All he needs is a signal, 
if you "want to turn Liddy on. 

P. Yeah: But the point—that Colson | 
wants to call the signals. Is that right? 


‘That’s the Ball Game’ 


E. He wants you to be able to say 
afterward that ‘you cracked the case. 

P. Go ahead. What else? E. Well, I 
forget what else. You remember, Bob, 
when I was busy [unintelligible]. He 
feels that the next 48 hours are the last 
chance for the White House’ to get out 
in front of this, and that once Hunt 
goes on, that’s the ball game. 

P, But you’ve got to be out in front 
earlier? E, Well— 

P. But, I mean to go to public— 

- E, Either publicly, or with provable, 
identifiable steps which can be referred 


to later as having been the proximate 


cause. 


P. He’s not talking because he thinks . 


the President doesn’t want him to talk? 
Is that’ the point? 

E. He’s—according to them, Mitchell’s 
given him a promise of a pardon. 

P, Bittman? E. According to Colson 
and Shapiro. 

P, I don’t know where they get that. 
Mitchell has promised Liddy a pardon? 
E. Yes, sir. 

P. Another point that Colson may not 
have mentioned, I have an uneasy feel- 


‘ing that that Magruder ies may have 


been planted. H. No. 

P. Is it true? 

H, There is a third Magruder phone 
call which I have heard that says— 

P, That he did talk to the reporter? 
H. Says he did talk to a reporter on 
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Monday, and did not say any of the 
things he is reports:! to have said; that 
what he,. that it wasn’t an important 
conversation. He said he gave the re- 
porter the same line. 


Not Convinced by Magruder 


P. Yeah. H, That—you know, In lis- 
tening to Magruder’s thing, I was con- 
vinced he wasn’t completely telling the 
truth. [unintelligible] what he was say- 
ing. As you get into it, I’m convinced 
that its [unintelligible] that part was 
pretty much [unintelligible]. However— 

P. Yeah. But you come—ail these peo- 
ple you put together now. But if you 
come to Magruder, where in the hell 
does Colson get such a thing? Or is Col- 
son a liar or— 

E. Shapiro says he has a very good 
press contact who has proved very reli- 
able to him. He says his practice in this 
town depends on his knowing what is 
going'on. And he’s told his press con- 
tact this is one of the— 

P. Has says he’s talked to Magruder. 
Magruder said— _ 


E. And they’ve now told us—we’ll 


never get the chance—T[unintelligible].. 
P. Does Magruder know about— 

E, Magruder may have talked to some 
of the’ press and that that was [un- 
intelligible] 

P. But in a great detail, Colson [ur- 
intelligible] that he nailed Bob Halde- 
man, The way Colson said, he said he 
had Colson and two, but not any way 
that’s. particularly bad. Right? 

E. Well, I think, I think like on so. 


many things this got, this got planted_ 


as a little. seed by Shapiro with Colson 


and. that. it grew and apparently—— 


P. Uh-uh 
H. I would guess what’s happened. is 


‘he’s got this report from, Colson does, 


from Danny Hofgren that at the bar 
in the Bahamas with [unintelligible], 
someone [unintelligible] one night said 
to Hofgren everybody was involved in 
this. He didn’t—— - 

E. Everybody knew about it? . 

H. Mitchell, Haldeman, Colson, Dean, 
the President. P. Magruder— 

E. He said, he specifically said the 
President. 

P. Magruder does believe that, doesn’t 
he? H. No. I’ve got it— 

P. I just: wonder if he believes [un- 
intelligible]. Does he believe it, John? 


E. No. He tape-recorded this thing. 


Higby ‘handled it so well that Magruder 
has closed all his doors now with this 
tape. 


P. What good will that do, John? | 


E. Sir, it beats the socks off him if he 
ever gets off the reservation. 

P. Can you. use the tape? E. Well, no. 
We can use Higby. P. Why not—E£. Well, 
it’s illegal. H, No, it’s not. It is not. 


P, Don’t you have to tell somebody— , 


E. Put a- beeper. H. There is no beep- 
er required. Check -the Washington law. 
P. Yeah. 

H. District of Columbia is under Fed- 
eral law and the Federal law does not 
require disclosure to the other party of 
recording of phone conversations. 
She phone call was made to Magruder’s 
lawyer's office, which-is also in- the 
District of Columbia, so both ends of 
the conversation: were in the District 


of Columbia and-there is no law. re- 
quiring disclosure. ; 
_E, [Unintelligible]. 

P. Well, anyway — 


H. It cannot be admissible, but it’s 


legal. P. That’s interesting. That’s a new 
one, [Unintelligible]. now and then, 
anyway. I never heard any oanly beep 
and I know that — 


‘Depends on Where You Are’ 


H. No, it all depends on where you 
are. The basic law tin most states is that 
you must disclose to the other party 


‘that you’re recording the conversation, 


P. Yeah. What is the situation — I'll 
get past this in a hurry. What is the 


situation, John, in your opinion, on what © 


was Colson’s and/or Shapiro’s motive in 
building up the Magruder story? Maybe 
they believe it? 

E. Their innuendo is that Mitchell 
has put Magruder up to. this. 

P, I guess not. O.K. There is the mo- 
tive. Now, let me come to something 
else. 

H. I don’t believe that Magruder’s — 

P. I don’t either. Not. at all. H. I be- 


“lieve Mitchell thas tried to. P. Huh? 


H. I believe Mitchell tried to. To keep 
Magruder’s faith becalse he refers to 
Mitchell ‘and says, “Now that I have 
decided to talk I am going to have to 
tell Mr. Mitchell, and he’s going to be 
very unhappy with me because he’s 
told me not to.” 

E. [Unintelligible]. Magruder’s an 
emotional fellow ready to crack. I have 
no doubt that he’s ready to talk. 

P. What is it? ‘He hasn’t been sub- 
poenaed, has he? 

E. Well, he won’t be, But he’s al- 
ready been there. — 

P. But they won't give him a chance 
to— 


E. He: doesn’t think they'll give him 
a chance to go back unless he comes 
running .at them and strokes them. 

H. Let’s say they don’t call-the sus- 
pects and and (b) they don’t recat 
perjured witnesses, 

P. What would you do if you: were 
his lawyer? Wouldn’t you advise him 
to go in and try to purge himself? At 
least. gets rid of one charge, doesn’t he? 

E. I’m not sure he’s rid of it, but it 
certainly reduces it when he. comes in 
voluntarily. 

P. The way I understang it under 
the law, John, if he were to under the— 

‘E. Well, you don’t—you see there’s 
contrary evidence already here— P. a 
see. 

E. In other words— 


P. Strachan—Strachan got in before 


there was contrary evidence. 
E. Exactly, Exactly. P. John— 


H. I want to talk to Magruder. E. Ana . 


you take the circumstances, now. Pp. 
They better have— . 

E. If it’s known—if it’s known, for 
instance, that Hunt is going to come 
in and testify, then Magruder comes 
Tushing in and says..“I want to tell 
all.” It’s, you know—. 

P. Magruder’s got :ino hope now? E, 
Yeah, but I think he could improve it, 
[I think he really could help and purge 
: himself. 

P. Turn Bob on him. I come to the 


other things that you talked to Colson . 
about. I was going to talk+-what is 
Hunt going to say? Do we have any 
idea? E Yes— 

P. He says, for example, will he say 
that Colson promised him clemercy? 
E. No, Apparently not. 

P. You see, the only possibie involve- 
ment of the President in this is that, 
now apparently John, either you or Bob’ 
Or Dean, somebody told me they said, 
told Colson not to discuss it with me. 

E, I did. : 

P. You did? How did it get to you 
then, John? How did you know that the 
matter had to be discussed with Bitt- 
man or something like that? 

E. Well, I~ 


- Told About Hunt’s Wife 


P. When did this happen? As I re- 
member a conversation this day was 
about 5:30 or 6 o’clock that Colson 
only dropped it in sort of parenthetic- 
ally, said I had a little problem today, 
talkmg about Hunt, and said I sought 
to reassure him, you know, and so 
forth. And I said, well. Told me about 
Hunt’s wife. I said it was a terrible 
thing and I said obviously we will do 
just, we will take that into considera- 
tion. That was the total of the con- 
versation. 

E, Well, I had, we had had a couple 
of conversations in my oftice— 

P, With Colson? E. I had with Col- 
son. Yeah. ; 
P. Well, how was, who was getting, 
was Bittman getting to Colson? Was that 
the point? Who-~ i 
E. Hunt had written to Colson, P. Oh? 

E. Hunt wrote Colson a very, I think | 
a I’ve-been-abandoned kind of letier. | 

P. When was this, John? E, I am | 
sorry — P. After the election? E. Oh , 
yes. Yeah: 

P. Oh. And Colson, you, knew about . 

this letter? 
E. Colson came in to tell me about it. 
And he said, “What shall I do?” And I 
said, “Well, better talk to him.” I 
thought somebody had better talk to 
him, the guy is obviously very 
distraught. 

P. Right. E. And has a feeling aban- 
doned. P. Right. E. And he said, “What 
can I tell him about clemency or par- 
don?” And I said, “You can’t tell him 


anything about clemency or pardon.” ! 


And I-said, “Under no circumstances 
should this ever be raised with the 
President.” 


Issue Raised ‘Tangentially’ 


P. [Unintelligible]. Well, he raised it, 
I must say, in a tangential way. Now he 
denies that, as I understand it, that he 
said they’d be out by Christmas. He 
says — 


E. Pve never talked to Chuck about 
that, have you? H 


P. What did he say he said? Well, 
Pll tell you what I, what Dean, or some-- 
body, tells me he said he said He said 
that he didn’t. He just talked or saw 
Bittman casually — were off on [un- 
intelligible] or something of that sort. 

E. Bittman? P. That was it. E. Oh. 

‘ Pp. And he said to Bittman, he said, 
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E, Well, now, that— 
P. He said, “TI, I had given.” He said. 


“Tt know about Hunt’s concern about 
clemency. I, Chuck Colson, feel terrible 
about it, ’cause I knew his wife.” And 
he said, “I will go to bat for him and 
I have reason to believe that my views 
would be listened to.” Well, it’s the last 
part that might in any way remain, 
although— 

E. He says he talked with Bittman, 
that he was very skillful in avoiding any 
commitment. He says that Bittman was 
pitching him, but that he wasn’t catch- 
ing ’em. And he might have a tape of 
that meeting or a tape of the conver- 
sation or some such thing, 

H. That’s where he lost his thread, 
then. He said you and Dean told him 
to promise clemency, but that he was 
smarter than you and didn’t. 

P, He doesn’t say you and Dean prom- 
ised? H. That Ehrlichman and Dean told 
him to promise Bittman, 

P. Well, anyway, I better change my 
[unintelligible]. Let me ask the question. 
H. This is a little strange. 

P, Well, just so you—let’s see, does 
he indicate that Hunt’s going to talk to 
that subject, for example? The promise 
of clemency? 7 3 

E. He didn’t say that. He didn’t say 
that. I didn’t ask him. 

H. Well, we’ve got to go on the basis, 
John—as I recall, they don’t have any- 
thing to indicate—we don’t know how 
they know what Hunt’s going to testify. 
We assume that Bittman told them. 
E. Right. ; : : 

H. We don’t, they don’t have any 
indication based on their knowledge 
that Hunt’s going to testify, of what 
Hunt is going to testify to, except on 
the basis of Shapiro’s meeting with 
Hunt — E, The other day. 

H. The other day. And that is assum- 
ing what Hunt told Shapiro is what he 
will tell the grand jury, but I don’t 
know why they’d have any reason to 
assume that. BG 


Would Corroborate-Hearsay 


E. Shapiro’s general comment was 
that Hunt would corroborate a lot oi 
McCord’s hearsay. P: Yeah. ‘ - 

E. But that it also would be hearsay. 

P, All right. Hunt, however, and this 
is where Colson comes in right?‘ Hard. 
Hunt could testify on Colson’s [unintel- 
ligible}. 

H. Yeah, but what they said he said— 

P. Has it— 

H. On the coverup, what he said. 
P. Now wait a minute. I’m talking about 
something else. We're talking about 
when he and Liddy are in the office with 
Colson. Colson picked up the phone and 
calls Magruder. All right? 

H. Sure. P. Now, Colson says that 
they didn’t discuss the [unintelligible] 
then. But Hunt could say, “I went in and 
J showed this whole thing to Colson and 
Colson told me—picked up the phone 
and talked to Magruder.” Does Colson 
realize his vulnerability there? 

E Well, Colson claims he has no vul- 
nerability, because when Hunt and Liddy 
came in to talk to him they talked in 
very general terms 


P. I understand that. E. So, he doesn’t « 
acknowledge that there’s any possibility. 
P. I understand that, but I am just 
simply saying—~— 

E. I think you’re right, P. That Hunt 
and Liddy could assert, could charge 
that—that’s the point. If they talk, I 
would assume they would get into that 
point with them, any cross-examiner. 

E. P’'ve asked Colson specifically about 
that conversation and he maintains that 
they were talking in general terms about 
intelhgence and when they said intel- 
ligence he meant one thing and appar- 
ently they meant another. 

P. Question, for example, is Hunt pre- 
pared to talk on other activities that 
he engaged in? 

E. Well, I think, I couldn’t derive that. 

P, You mean is he going to blow the 
White House on the— E, I couldn’t get 
that at all. _ 

P, The U.S, Attorney, I would assume, 
would not be pressing on that. 

%, Ordinarily not. McCord volunteered 
this Hank Greenspun thing, gratuitously 
apparently, not— 

P, Can you tell me is that a serious 
thing? Did they really try to get into 
Hank Greenspun? 

E, I guess they actually got in. 

P. What in the name of [expletive 
deleted] though, has Hank Greenspun 
got with anything to do with Mitchell 
or anybody else? 

E. Nothing. Well, now, Mitchell. 
Here’s—Hughes. And these two fellows, 
ea and Shapiro, Colson threw that 
out. 

P, Hughes on whom? 

_ E. Well, you know the Hughes thing 
is cut into two factions—I don’t even. 
know—but they’re fighting. 

P. Yeah. E. Bennet, Senator Ben- 
nett’s son for whom Hunt worked—- 

P. Oh? -E. Represents one of those 
factions. P. So he ordered the bugging? 
E. I don’t know. I know the [unintelli- 
gible] say it’s bag job. ? . 

H. They busted his safe to get some- 
thing out of it. Wasn’t that it? 

E. No. They flew out, broke his safe, 
got something out [unintelligible]. 
Now as they sat there in my office— 


‘Other Delicate Things’ 


P. Other delicate things, too. You’ve 
got apart from my — from my poor 
brother, which unfortunately or fortu- 
nately was a long time ago. But, more 
recently, you’ve got Hubert Humphrey's 
son works for him and, of course, 
they’re tied in with O’Brien I suppose. 
But maybe they were trying to get it 
for that reason. 

E. I don’t know why, The two of them 
put on a little charade for me in the 
office. 

P. Shapiro and Colson? 

E. Yes, we talked about this and it 
may have been genuine and it may not: 

P. But they didn’t know anything 
about it? 

E. No. They said, one said to the 
other, “Say, that may have something 
to do with the New York grand jury,” 
meaning the Vesco grand jury, which is 
a runaway and which is into— 

P You think Colson knew about that? 

E, I don’t know. I don’t say he knew 
about it I said, he says he doesn’t know 
even who Hank Greenspun is. 


P. [Unintelligible]. 

E. I'll take him at face value on that 
one. 

P. You didn’t know that either? E. I 
know very well who he is. 

P, All right. Let me just take a min- 
ute further and run out the Hunt thing, 


. and then the grand jury, I want to get 
all the pieces in my mind if I can. 

E. Sure. P..Hunt’s testimony on pay- 
off, of. course, would be very impor- 
tant. E. Right. P, Is he’ prepared to tes- 
tify on that? ~=—yx. ; ° 

E, Apparently so, that’s what they 
say, that he will, and that, he will im- 
plicate “O’Brien and Parkinson. And 

_ then, of course— 


P. O’Brien and Patkinson? E. The 


lawyers. P. Were they the ones that 
talked to Hunt? 


Wife Called ‘Go-Between’ . - 


E. Well, he says they were and that 
they handed him the money. He in turn 


handed it to his wife and she was the 


- go-between for the Cubans. _ 
P. Yeah. For what purpose? E. Well, 


I think he’ll hang ’em up on obstruction | 


of justice. P. Can Hunt do that? 

H, How can he do that? Why would 
he simply—why doesn’t he accomplish 
his purpose simply by saying they gave 


_ him. money to ‘handle their legal fees? - 


E. Well, [unintelligible] out ther ap- 
_ parently, : 

P. Now this is—I don’t think you— 
-this is what Colson tells you guys? 
-H. Right. ve 

E. I don’t have any other information 
on this... . . Bos 

P. Hunt then is going to po. Now that 
raises the problem on Hunt with regard 
to Kalmbach.-He has possible vulner- 
ability as to whether he was aware, in 
other words, the motive, the motive— 

E. This doesn’t add anything to do 
- with Kalmbach’s problem at all. 

P. What. happened .on that? Dean. 
‘called Kalmbach? And what did Dean 
call Kalmbach about? : i 

E. He said we have to raise some mon- 
ey in connection with the aftermath, 

- and I don’t know how he described it. 
‘Herb said how much do you need, and— 

P. It was never discussed then? © - 


E. Presumably Dean told him, and 


Herb went to a couple of donors and 
got some money and sent it back. . 
H. Dean says very flatly that Kalm- 


bach did not know the purpose of the 


“money and has no problem. 

P. Dean did know the purpose? Hunt 
testifies,.so basically, then, Hunt will 
testify that it was.so-called hush money. 
Right? . ee: 

E. I think so, Now again, my water. 
can’t rise any higher than source. P, I 
understand. E. But that’s what— .. 

P. Where does that serve him, let me 
ask?-H. John, would it serve him? E. The 
. only thing it serves himisto— ___.- 

P,- Would. it -reduce his sentence? 
E. Have his sentence reduced..H. He’d 


be served the same purpose by not say- - 


ing it. was hush money, by saying it 
gave it to these guys I had recruited 
for this-job and I— s E 42 
_P. I know. E. I agree. H.—was con- 
cerned about their family— 
P. That’s right, that’s what it ought 


-conversation from what I have seen 
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that. : 

H. [Unintelligible.} 

P. Will be the defense of these peo- 
ple, right? 

E. Only defense they have, [unintel- 
ligible] and so forth. 


H. That was the line they used . 


around here. P. What? 


to be and that’s got to be the story | 


H. That was the line they used — 


around here, That we’ve got to have 
money for their legal fees and family. 
P. Support. Well, I heard something 
about that at a much later time. H. 
Yeah. 
P. And, frankly, not knowing much 


_ about obstruction of justice, I thought 


it was perfectly proper. 

E.. Well, it’s like— P. Would it be. per- 
fectly proper? : 

E. The defense of the— P. Berrigans? 


E, The Chicago Seven. P. The Chicago ; 


Seven? a 
H. They. have a defense fund ‘for 


everybody. 


P.. Not only a defense fund—they 
take care of the living expenses, too. 
Despite all this about legal fees, they 
take care of themselves. They raise— 
you remember the Scottsboro case? The 
Communist front raised a million dollars 
for the Scottsboro people. Nine hundred 


—— 


thousand went into the pockets of the - 


Communists. So it’s common practice. 


What About Oval Office? 


E. Yeah. P: Nevertheless, that Hunt 
then saying there was a payoff. All 
right: Hunt, on other activities—Hunt 
then acéording to Colson was not— 
I don’t know what Colson meant about 
the door of the Oval Office. 

E. I'll have to. get back on that. 
Shapiro was there. and 1! didn’t want 
to get into it. P. Right. H. (Unintel- 


* ligible). - 


P. No, not. It was an earlier conversa- 
tion about the Magruder conversation 
when Colson—I think the Magruder 


related— - We : : 
H. Magruder doesn’t go to the door 
of the Oval Office. He doesn’t even come 


- to visit me in the White House. 


P. I know. But he—it is Colson’s view 


- that Magruder’s talking would have the 


effect of -bringing it there because of 
the—I think what he is really referring 


to, John, is that by reason of Colson, — 


by reason of Magruder nailing Halde- 
man and. Colson, that that’s the door 
of the Oval Office. I don’t know what 
else because there’s nobody else around, 


“nobody physically around. 


H. Magruder isn’t going to nail Halde-. 
man and Colson. : : 

P. Well, let’s see. I don’t think so 
either but. H. [Unintelligible]; .- 

P, Well that, that tape is invaluable, 
is it not? . a 

E. Then I would suggest, Bob, that 
you keep it. - Jt gets 

H. And I’d- disregard [unintelligible]. 
that we have.to get there. - 

H. When we come to that, he’d say. 

P, With regard to your, regard to 
your views, and so forth, John, now I 


“was told the other day, last night, John, 


you and Bob or somebody—I guess you 


_ and-I were talking about somebody go- 


ing to see Mitchell. You suggested Rog- 
ers. Got any other better names? 

E, Well, I’ve been up and down the 
list. P. Why did you suggest Rogers? 
E. Well, I suggested Rogers because—~ 

P. First Jet me tell you—the purpose 
of the mission and tell me what it is. 

E. The purpose of the mission is to 
go up-and bring him to a focus on this: 
The jig is up. And the President strongly 
feels that the only way that this thing 
can end up being even a little net plus 


; for the Administration and for the Presi- 


dency and preserve some thread is for 
you to go in and voluntarily make a. 
statement. ue ; 

P. A statement [unintelligible]— 

E. A statement that basically says— 
H. He's got to go beyond that. E. “I am 
both morally and legally responsible.” 
P. Yeah: E. Now, the reason for Rogers 
is that he is clean, No. 1, He has been 
both Attorney. General: and has this 


other investigatory and Senatorial back- . 


ground. And there isn’t anybody that 
Mitchell trusts, except Haldeman. 
P. He hates Rogers. E. I understand. 
H. Doesn’t trust Rogers but he would 
know if Rogers came that it was you. 
E. Now, the only other alternative, 
going up and down the list. 
H. From a. public viewpoint Rogers 
is the dean of the Cabinet and is the 


logical man as an attorney, and former 


Attorney General. . 
P. From.a. public viewpoint, that may 


_be but also— - : ; 
E. Take the reasons not to. do this—- 


P. You thought of those? 
E. Oh, yeah. Yeah. There have con- 


sistently been—you go back to the 


history of this— 

P. I know, now is the. time to do 
something. I agree with you. 

E. Now is the only time, probably, 
and I am persuaded by that argument. 

P. Oh, I am too. I am not arguing 
about not doing it. I am just saying, 


., what about the names? 


E. 0.K. In going down the ‘list, John 


‘Alexander is the only other one that I 
- have come to that in any way could 


_ bridge it. Garment can’t do it. 


P. Let me give you another name. Ken 
Rush. He is a fine lawyer, utterly clean. 
A long-time friend of Mitchell. Not a 


‘close friend, but he’s known him, you 


know, in New York and that group, up 
there you know, they sort of ran to- 


gether. Rush would understand it all. . 


_ Mitchell does not hate him. | 


Richardson Is Mentioned - 


E. I just don’t know how able Rush 
is. You’ve got—I just don’t know. An- 
other name, there are two other names 
that have occurred to me that I'll throw 


. out. One's Elliot Richardson and the 
| other is Kleindienst. There- is another 
; possibility and that’s Henry Petersen. 


That, of course, well— 
H. But he’s in the prosecutorial end. 
P. That’s right. And so is Kleindienst. 
E. Yeah. 
P. Kleindienst .revealing to Mitchell 


that he had contact with the grand jury 


and all of that is wrong. 
E. I must say I am impressed with 
the argument that the President should 


Pe 


be personally involved in if at this stage. 
P. Right. I agree. E. Old John Bean 
had an interesting—got a~ phone call- 
from him about 12:30— . . 
P. And you were here— -- “ 
E. Oh, no. I was working,on some- 
thing Pll tell .you. about here. P. What 


~ did you. Oe, Ear Well, not much last |" 


night. .§ > : 
, P, You mean another‘ subject?; Oh, 
no. H. There is no other subject! 

E. No, PH tell you, last night I got 
home I decided that I would sit down 
and try to put on. paper a report to 
you what I have been domg since 
you asked mé to get into this, ° 

P. Right. E. I am concerned about 
the over-all aspect of this and I want 
to talk about that before—I don’t know 
what your timing is like, 

P. No problem. E. We'll probably 
--get back to it, P, Got plenty of time. 


Scenario From' Dean 


j i 

E. But Dean called and he said, “All 
right, here’s a scenario which: we’ve 
all been trying to figure out to make 
this go.” He says, “The President calls 
Mitchell inte his office on Saturday. 


He. says, “John, you’ve got to do this. ° 


And here are the facts:. bing, bing, 
bing, bing.” And you pull this paper 
out here. “And you've got to do this.” 
And Mitchell stonewalls you. So then 
John. says, “I don’t know why you're 
asking me down here. You can’t ask a 
man to do a thing like that. I need 
a lawyer. I don’t know what I am 
facing—you just really can’t expect me 
to do this.” So the President Says, 
“Well, John, I have -no alternative.” 
And with that the President calls the 
U.S. Attorney and says, “I, the Presi- 
dent of the United States of America 
and leader of the free world, want to 
go before the grand jury on Monday.” 

P. I won’ even comment on that: 

H. That’s a silly— 

P. Typical of the thinking of— 

E. We're running out every line. ‘So 
that was 12:30 this morning. I,. but I~ 
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‘iP. Well— - ; 


H. From‘ John -Mitchell’s personal 
viewpoint that’s the only salvation for 
John Mitchell. I see no other way, And, 
obviously, once you've had it, you’ve 


got to admit— 


1 


P. How‘can he make it, anyway? 


H.- Another factor, in that, to consider, 
. for what’s it’s worth, is the point Con- 


nally made to me in that. conversation 
we had. 


| 


P. I ought to talk to Mitchell? H. I 


, don’t know whether he said that to you 
| or not. He made the point that you had 
: to get this laid out-and that the only 


way it could hurt you is if it ultimately 
. went to Mitchell, And. that would 


be the.one man you couldn’t afford to 


| Jet get hung on this. 


t 
j 
t 
1 
* 


P. Even worse than [unintelligible]: 


thought. H. He thought so. P. That’s, 
true, Yeah. H. It seemed to me, because - 
he’s the epitome of your hard-line. - 


P. I think he’s wrong about thai. r~ 


think this is‘the worst one, well, due- 


to the closeness to the President at the - 


time of the crime.- Would you agree, 
John? : 

E. (Unintelligible} 

H. But, what Connally also said was ~ 
unless it’s the President himself who 
nails him, Then the President is [un-_ 
intelligible]. : 

E. Can I put in a larger picture on 
this?. We kind of live day to day for 
these. things, and forget. P. Yeah. 

E. The perspective then will be put, 


on this period. H. Yeah. 


i 


P. I go before the grand jury. That’s- | 


like putting Bob on national television 
—H. With Dan Rather. 


P. What? H. With Dan Rather. 

_P. Well by putting it on national tele- 
vision, period, [Unintelligible.] 

E. Let’s take it 
call Mitchell to the 
P. No. . 

‘E. ’m essentially convinced that 
Mitchell will understand this thing. P. 
Right, 

E. And that if he goes in it redounds 
to the Administration’s advantage. If he 
doesn’t then we’re— 

P. How does it redound to our ad- 
vantage? ~ 

E. That you have a report from me 
based on three weeks’ work: that when 
you got it, you immediately acted to 
call Mitchell in as the provable wrong- 
doer, and you say, “My God, I’ve got 
a report here. And it’s clear from this 
report that you are guilty as hell. Now, 
John, for [expletive deleted] sake go on 
in there and do what you should. And 
let’s get this thing cleared up and get 
if of the country’s back and move on.” 
And— 

H. Plus the other side of this is that 
that’s the only way to beat it now. 


just as far as you ; 
Oval Office as, a—: | 


E. Three months later. 
Courts or Committee 
P. The point is whether or not, I 


think I’ve got the larger picture, all- | 


right, and I mean, in this regard, the 


point is this that we need some action, 


before, in other words, is like my feel- - 
ing about having the grand jury do it 


and the court system do it rather than - 


Ervin committee: Now we want the; 
President to do it rather than the grand 
jury. E. No. 
P, And I agree with that. 
E. Well, you’re doing it in aid of the 
and jury. 
a No. didn’t mean rather than the 
grand jury but I mean to worm the 


truth, now look, the grand jury doesn’t ' ; 
him in, he goes in as a result of ' tried to look it at the best way he could, 


drag 


the President’s asking him to go in. 2 


| 


gruder to testify and Mitchell. John, _ 
run those by. I didn’t mean to—to stop 
your analysis, but I think I know what?! 
you’re—isn’t that really the essence of 
it? a; 

E. Ym trying to write the news-mag: 
azine story for hext Monday. P. Right. 

E. Monday week. And if it is that 
“Grand Jury Indicts Mitchell” ° 

P. Right. E; “The White House may: 
have its cover-up .finally collapse last 


' week when the grand jury indicted John: 


Mitchell and Jeb Magruder.” P. Right. 
E. “Cracking the case was the testi- 


mony of a number of peripheral wit+ 


nesses who, each of whom contributed 
to developing a cross triangulation and 
permitted the grand jury to analyze it’® 
and so on and so forth. “The final straw 
that broke the camel’s back was the 
investigators’ discovery of this and that 
and the other thing.” That’s one set of. 
facts. And then the tag on that is, 
“White House Press Secretary Ron Zieg- 
ler said that the White House would 
have no comment.” 

P. I know. I know. It tan’t be done. 


Another Scenario 


E. The other one goes: “Events moved 
swiftly last week, after the President 


1 was presented with a report indicating. 


for the first time that suspicion of John 
Mitchell and Jeb, Magruder as ringlead- 
ers in the Watergate break-in were facts. 
substantiated by considerable evidence. 
The President then dispatched so and so, 
to do this and that and maybe to see 
Mitchell or something of that kind and’~ 
these efforts resulted in Mitchell going 
to the U. S. Attorney’s office on Monday 
morning at 9 o’clock, asking to testify 
before the grand jury. Charges of cover- 
up by the White House were materially | 
dispelled by the diligent efforts of the ‘ 
President and his aides in moving on, 
evidence which,came to their hands in, 
the closing days of the previous week. 

P. Yl buy that, E. O.K, 

P. You won't, so get down to the, 
tactics? = : 

E. Now, I’ve been concerned because * 
since the end of March, I have turned * 
up a fair amount of hearsay evidence~ 
that points at this [unintelligible]. Now, , 
just take— _ 

P. So did Dean. E. So did John. P. So : 
did Dean. E. Now taking this— 

P. Yet he tried, very honestly, he ; 


Maybe he could and maybe he really 


H. O.K.—but while you’re on that~' didn’t know. 


point could I argue a contrary view 


E. Well, it’s hearsay. And so, you 


for a minute? Because I don’t agree- don’t hang a guy, you don’t hang a 


with that. 

P. Yeah. H. I strongly feel, thinking 
it through, with all the stuff we talked 
about last night, that we don’t want the 
President in it, and that the solution. 
here, if we can find it—maybe it’s im- 
possible— : 

P. Is -for [unintelligible] to come 
voluntarily? H. Well, or for Magruder to 
come voluntarily and nail it. But if the 
solution is, I agree with some— 


P. Where does Magruder come to? To . 
me? H. No, The U. S. Attorney. P. Why . 


does, what if I urged Magruder to — I 
mean, let me look at this. The’ urging 
voluntarily? H. Well, or for Magruder to 
of Liddy to testify, the urging of Ma- 


guy— 

. And also, we are going to remember 
Mitchell has denied it. 

E. But I sit over there in Bob’s office 
and’ listen to that tape of one of the co- 
actors saying flat out on the tape that 
he was guilty and that Mitchell was. 
a aaa going to force our fall, 
an — . 

P. Did he say that? Did he say that? 
E. Yeah. P. Well, we can’t—~ ; 

E. And I said to myself, “My God.” 
You know; I’m a United States citizen. 
I'm standing here listening to this— 
what is my duty? Well, the point is 
you’ve now told me. That’s the prob- 
lem. E. That’s correct. That’s correct. 


P, See, the difference is that the prob- 
lem of my position up to this time has 
been, quite frankly, nobody ever told 
me a damn bit of this, that Mitchell was 
guilty. E. That’s right. 


Feels Mitchell Didn’t Know 


H. Well, we still don’t know. I wilt 
still argue that I think the scenario 
that was spun out, that Dean spun out 
on Mitchell, is basically the right one. 
I don’t think Mitchell did order the. 
Watergate bugging and I don’t think. 
he was specifically aware of the Water- 
gate bugging at the time it was in- 
stituted. I honestly don’t. 

E. That may be. , 

(Material unrelated to Presidential 
actions deleted) : 
. P. What did he say? What did he tell. 
Moore? E. Well, remember 1 asked 
Moore to find out what Mitchell had 
testified to. 

P, Yeah. Moore heard the testimony 
and said, well, you’re not— 

- E, He was never asked the right 
questions. Now, as far as he— 

&H, He probably didn’t to the grand 
jury, either. E. That’s right. As far as 
the quality of the evidence is con- 
cerned— 

‘(Material unrelated to Presidential 
actions deleted) 

E. Well, to go back to the— 

P. All right. I only mentioned [un- 
intelligible] because, let me—go ahead 
with your— 

E. Well, all I was going to say is 
that— 

-P. All right, I now have evidence 
that— 

‘E. You don’t have evidence if I— 
“p. I'm not convinced he’s guilty, but 
I am convinced that he ought to go be- 
fore a grand jury. 

E. What I did last night and this 
morning was to write out what would 
in effect be a report to you. P. Right. 

‘E. Of this [unitelligible] deliver it you. 
P. John. 

(Material unrelated to Presidential ac- 
tions deleted.) 

P. I know. All right. Let’s come 
around again, though. You Know the 
case. You conducted the investigation 
for. me. You have reported tc me, and 
I have asked you to go up and lay it on 
the ground to Mitchell and to tell 
Mitchell, look, there is only one thing 
that can save him. I think John’s got 
to hear that kind of talk and I think 
he’s got to-hear it from somebody that 
doesn’t have—I was thinking of -bring- 
ing Rogers in and telling him all ofthis 
stuff, but Mitchell will wind him around 
his finger. Well, there’s our problem. 

E. If you want me to go Pll go. 

P. [Unintelligible.] But the message 
to Garcia has got to be carried. 

E. Bob has a pretty good feel of 
Mitchell’s attitude toward me that I 


_ don’t have. 


P. Weill, Mitchell’s attitude toward 
you is not going to.be hurt—it isn’t 
going to be any better for Rogers. It 
would be toward Rush, but how can you 


—Rush is smart and he is tough. He’s 


a good man and he’s a man, incidental- 


_ly, that we can consider— 


E, He can’t argue the facts of this ' 
case. 
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‘He’s No Slouch’ 
P. The point is, Rush, is aman that 


* if you need a special man in the White 


House. I was thinking last night that 
he is the best man I can think of to 
bring over to advise the President on 
this thing and examine all the White 
House things, to look at all the F.B.I. 
files, to look at the jury report, Dean 
report, F.B.I. files and give me a ro- 
port. He is articulate, he’s [unintel- 
ligible], he’s respected. He’s one of 
the towering figures in the ambas- 
sadorial world and in the bar. He’s no 
slouch. And an outsider, it’s going to 
take so long. Rush, I trust. Rush is 
a friend. He is a total White House 
man, yet he is not tied in to this. 

E. He’s exactly the kind of guy we 
need. Now, I don’t know how he— 
he thasn’t practiced law for a :long 
time and that’s not an immediate draw-, 
back, but— 

P. He has the lawyer’s mind. E. You 
got to get him somebody .to help him, 
like— 

-H. Haven’t events overtaken that 
project? P. No. No. Bob, the point 
that I make is, let’s suppose they’ get 
Mitchell. They’re going to say “Now 
what about Haldeman, what about 
Chapin, and what about Colson and 
the rest?” I've got to have a report 
indicating—you’ve got oll those Seg- 
retti projects. I want somebody to say, 


now look, here are the facts. Of the: 


White House people [unintelligible]. 
There are no other higher-up. The 
White House [unintelligible]. Put a 
cap on it. And second, then face the Se- 
gretti crap. 

E. In forcing this out, Dean remains 
a problem and here’s—let me just read 
you what I’ve come to on that. “John 
Dean has not involved himself in this 
matter as your counsel for several 
months and properly so. I should not 
continue to fill in for him,” meaning me, 
“for several reasons, including the im- 
permissible demands on my time that 
were involved. You meed a full-time 
special counsel to follow these related 
problemms who can advise you of the 
legal niceties from his experience in 
constitutional, criminal and [unintelligi- 
ble] law practice. I'll be happy to con- 
tinue to consult with him, etc. I do not 
recommend that Dean take a leave, That 


is neither in nor out. He has involved - 


himself to the extent described above. 
Either that requires dismissal, or it does 
not. And that choice should be made at 
once. If he is discharged, the U.S. At- 
torney and the grand jury should be 
[unintelligible].” But I think you’ve got 
to bite the bullet on Dean, one way or 
the other, pretty quick, 


‘That Kills Him’ 


H. All right, but recognize that that 
kills him. Dean’s reaction, basically he 
says that that kills him. 

[Material unrelated to Presidential 
actions deleted.] 

P. Well, let’s see, what does Dean 


say when you tell him that? E. He 


doesn’t agree with that. P. I know he 
doesn’t agree, but what does he do? 

E. He wants to stay and just dis- 
connect himself from this case. And he 


says, “Yes, that’s right. Make your deci- 
sion now, but make your decision that 
I should stay.” He needn‘t decide that 
right this minute. I would encourage 
him not to. But in talking about Rush, 
that relates to this general subject. I 
think I would pass it for the moment. 

P. But the only thing that I was—ti 
agree. E. And get back to the Mitchell 
thing which really is— 

P. Like today. I know. E. Like this 
morning. 


‘Not Sure I Want to Know’ 


P. I don’t think there’s anybody that 
can talk to Mitchell except somebody 
that knows this case. There’s one of two 
people. I can verse myself in it enough 
to know the thing, but I am not sure 
that I want to know, I want to say, 
Mitchéll, look, I think that the attorneys 
for the committee, O’Brien, and I found 
this out, and I found out that, and I 
found out that, and the grand jury has 
told me this, that—~I just don’t know, 
you know what I mean? They talk about 
my going out—I am not trying to duck 
it. I just, John—and, I’ll take this one on. 

The thing, John, is that there’s nobody 
really- that can do it except you. And I 
know how Mitchell feels. But you con- 
ducted this investigation. I would, the 
way I would do it—Bob, you critique 
this—I’d go up, and I'd say. “The Presi- 
dent has asked me to see you.” That 
you have come today with this report, 


that these are the total facts indicating, . 


of course, that the grand jury is moving 
swiftly, Magruder will be indicted, you 
think. Under the circumstances, I am 
suggesting—can’t be in a position—that 
you [unintelligible] the grand jury and 
say I am-responsible. I did not know, 
but I assume the responsibility. Nobody 
in the White House is involved, etc., and 
so on. We did try to help these defend- 
ants afterwards, yes. He probably would 
not deny that anyway. He probably was 
not asked that at an earlier time. But 
the defendants are entitled to that— 

E. But you’re glossing it. I don’t think 
you can do that. P. All right. — 

E. I wouldn’t want to—P. All right. 

E. I wouldn’t want to have you— 

P. All right. Fine. Fine. What would 
you say to him? E. I’d say, ah— 

P, [Unintelligible.] . 

E. ’'d say, you know, face up up John. 
And, you know, I’ve listened to Ma- 
gruder, and he’s, in my opinion he’s 
about to blow and that’s the last straw. 

P. And, also, Hunt is going to testify, 
too, Monday, we understand. 4 

E. We've got to think of this thing 
from the standpoint of the President 
and I know you have been right along 
and that’s the reason you’ve been con- 
ducting yourself as you have. P. Right. 

E, It’s now time, I think, to rethink 
what best serves the President and also 
what best serves you in the ultimate 
outcome of this thing. 


. _P. Right. 


E. I think we have to recognize that 
you are not going to escape indictment. 
There’s no way. Far better that you 
should be prosecuted on information 
from the U.S, Attorney based on your 
conversation with the U.S. Attorney, 
than on an indictment by a grand jury 


a 


of 15 blacks and 3 whites after this 
kind of an investigation. 

P. Right. And the door of the White 
House. We're trying to protect it. 

E. If the grand jury goes this way 
you’ve been dragged in by the heels. If 
you go down first thing Monday morn- 
ing or.yet this afternoon, and talk to 
the U.S. Attorney, and say, O.K., 
want to make a statement.” Then, two 
things happen. One, you get credit for 
coming forward. Two, you serve the 
President’s interest, And I am here in 
behalf of the President— j 

H, Well, and, three, you have the 
dignified opportunity to discuss this in 
the office of Earl Silbert instead of in 
the [unintelligible]. watching [unintel- 
ligible]. 

E. And I’m here at the President’s 
request to ask you to do that. P. Yeah. 

E. He has reviewed the facts now. 

P. That’s right. E. He has no alterna- 
tive, John, but to send me here and ask 
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P. We have learned that Magruder 
is going to testify. ; 
E. I can say—well, I can n start out by- 


’ saying, “Look, I can’t vouch for any of 


“Te 


this first-hand. A tremendous amount of 
what I know is second-hand, like my 
conversation with Paul O’Brien, but I. 
have every reason to think that Ma- 
gruder is in a frame of mind right now | 


; to go down there and tell everything 
| he knows.” 


you to do this. P. Right. If you want 


to hear it personally— 


E. Pick up the phone. P. No. Come | 


down and see him. 
A Suggestion on Set-Up 


H. I have a couple of modifications 
to that: One, a minor change not’ to 


what you say but in setting it up. It: 


would be helpful in doing that if I call 
Mitchell and said that the President 
wanted you to talk with him. Then 


there’s no question on his mind that 


you're operating unilaterally, 
P, Right. Right, _ 
H. And, secondly, that if at. all -possi- 


“ble, he should come down here, My ° 


reason for. it is (a) you get him here 
under your circumstances; (b) if you 
make your case, which you may be able 
to do, in his mind he may be on the 
same ‘track, maybe at the same point. 
P. Yeah. 


H. If he is, you might be able then to 


swing a Let’s-get-Silbert-right-now and 
go on over. See, he may say, “I’ve got 


to talk to the President BEInne I do 


this.” P.’ Yeah. . 
H. And then [unintelligible] to do it. 


P. Let me say this: I’ve run through | 
my mind the thoughts. Believe me, the | 


idea of Rogers, as you, John—as Bob : 


will tell you—is not one that I don’t 
think is potentially good. I had hoped 


to get him in. But I know Rogers ‘like’ 


the back of my hand and Rogers does 
not like real, mean, tough problems, and 
will not do it. 

H. The trouble with Rogers is that 
Mitchell will overrun him. Mitchell will 


say, “Here, Rogers, we’ve got this prob- | 


lem. You know what I think? Those’ 


kids over at the White House are really 
on the [unintelligible].” 
_._P. What if you knew when I know. 
What about then? E. Well, he’d roll his 
eyes and Rogers wouldn’t know one 
way or the other. 

P. You see, John, somebody | has to 
talk to him who knows the facts. That’s 
the point. 


H. [Unintelligible] one part of your 


scenario really worries me. You say I 
listened to Magruder, 

E. Well, I can’t say it quite that way. 
H. You can say what Magruder is going 
to do. E. I can say— 


P. “That Hunt’s going to go Monday.” 
E. “Hunt’s going to go Monday.” 

P. And Liddy—well, you can’t say 
Liddy. Maybe Mitchel has a feel— 

E. I have reason to think Liddy has 
already talked. 

H. You know [unintelligible] so. 
they’re obviously moving on the. cover-. 
up. P. Yeah. 

E. If Mitchell. went.in, that might 
knock that whole week into a cocked 
hat. P.. Why? 

H. Well, I’m not sure then they care. 
about the- cover-up any more. P. Well, 
they might. 

E. If Mitchell gave they a complete 
statement— 

P. I wish they wouldn’t, but I think 
they would, Bob. 

E. If Mitchell gave them a complete 


. statement.. P. They shouldn’t You're 


right. The cover up, he said that—well, 
basically its a second crime. Isn’t that 
right, John? E. Yes. 

P. Do you think they would keep go- 
ing on the cover-up even if Mitchell 
went in? 


E. Well, I would assume so. I would ~ 


certainly assume so. You see, they’ve 
got to explain to the Ervin committee 
some day why they do things, and 
they’ve got a hell of a lead. They’re 
really not in shape to stop them’ at this 
point. They would certainly be diverted: 

H. Everything relating to this and 
all the fringes ‘of it and all the, well, 
maybe other— 

E. I think they’re in a position to— 
I just don’t know. P. Yeah, that’s right. 
But the point is what they have that 
they’re relating to primarily is Dean. H. 
I don’t know about [unintelligible]. _ 

P. Dean. I have to bite the Dean bullet 


today. E. I didn’t say that. I didn’t say: 


that. But I think it is a dependent 
question, and if you are in a situation 
where Mitchell stonewalls. you, and 
walks out and says, “To hell with you 
guys, I’ve got to live my own life.” 

look at my watch, it’s not Benatient of 
an appointment. 

H. You’ve got a dentist aisaliveaictepe 

P. I’ve been here since 8 o’clock 
this morning. E. That’s why? 

P. [Unintelligible.] Don’t worry 
about that. No, that’s no problem. 
[{Unintelligible] John out to the grand 
jury. 

E. Let ‘me get, around that by, sug- 
gesting what I think his response 
-would be. P. Yeah. 


; Expected Response 


E. His response will be, “Look, 
Ehrlichman, you’re supposed to be a 
lawyer. You know better. Somebody 
who is a target in an inquiry of this 
kind and tries pressure into giving up 


his rights is sort of antithesis of what 
rights I would have if I were a defend- 
ant. You’re in the executive branch, 
a Government official. You’re sup- 
posed to tell me that I have a right to 
counsel and read me the Supreme 
Court thing and so forth. Instead of 
that you just suggested that. I. divest 
myself of all my rights and you asked 
me down here for a highly improper 
conversation. You haven’t even sug- 
gested that I bring my attorney. And 
I think that what you are doing, you’ re 
acting as the prosecutor in this case. 

H. How do you come off doing that? 
P. He won’t do that, in my opinion. 
He is more likely to say, “Oh, damn 
it. Look John, -you know that there are 
people in the White House who are 
deeply involved in this and you know 
that Colson and Haldeman”—he may 
say this—‘pressured this poor. boy 
over here.” I think Mitchell will take 
the offensive. Don’t you agree, Bob? 

H. You see, I am not.at all sure but 
what Mitchell may think I am in- 
voived. I am sure -he probably. thinks 
Colson’s involved, because Magruder 
has used that. I would guess that’s the 
line Magruder has used with Mitchell, 
and you might have to play Magrud- 
er’s tape recording for him. 

-E. Well if John thinks—I don’t think 
that ‘will happen. I just don’t. P. Is 
Magruder .planning to ga see Mitchell? 
H. Yes, sir, if he decides to. go, if he 
decides to talk. P. If he decides to 
talk—. 

H. And he is about on the verge. I 
just assume from that conversation 
that what he has decided, he is either: 
going to talk or he’s going to take the 
Fifth. He’s not going to lie. 

.P. You're not [unintelligible]. They 
may not call him back. ~ 

H. That’s correct. [Unintelligible.} 

E. He says, “I know I'm going to be 
arrested. I know I’m on my way to jail.” 
If Mitchell comes back with a line like- 
that, “You’re not serving the President, 

~ well, that if you made any kind of in- 


vestigation surely you know people in 
the White House are involved.” 

P. What do you say? E. I say, “Look, 
John, we’re past the point where we 
can be concerned about whether people 
in the White House are involved, We’re 
not protecting the President by, Ri 
this thing is going to go away.” 


‘We Had No Choice’ 


' P, The people in the White House are 
going to testify. 

E. The thing is not going to go away, 
John, and by your sitting up there in 
New York pretending that it is, is just 
making it worse. And it’s been getting 
steadily worse, by your sitting up there 
for the last couple of months. We’re at 
the point now where we had no choice 

. but to ask you to do this. 

H. And you could say, “We have a 
whole series of people who have re- 
mained mum in order not to create 
problems for you, who, it’s now clear, 
can no longer remain mum. They don’t 
intend to create problems for you but, 

* I mean—” 

P. Who do you mean? Liddy? 

H. No, I mean his calls to Dean. 

E. I could say that, “When I got into 


this I discovered that there were all 
kinds of people sitting around here who 
had bits of information. They were 
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what does Ziegler suggest as an alter- 
native? Stonewall the committee? 
E. Well, when you get to that with 


hanging on to them, because they didn’t | him, he recognizes that there’s a prob- 


know where they led.” P. Well — 


they would hurt John Mitchell. And I’ve 
had to put this whole thing together. 
And, now, having put it together, you 
guys know there’s no escaping from it. 

H, There’s no escape. It’s got to be 
proved whether— 

P. Confident as a lawyer— 

H. There’s nobody that can do it that 
would be able to persuade anyone else. 

P. There’s nobody else that can do it. 


Also. Let me disgress a moment before 


we get to the [unintelligible]. Another . 
indication of the problem ‘we've got . 
here is, which is related to what we | 
. talked about last night on getting out a . 
statement [unintelligible]. I just think 
we are in an impossible position, frank- 
ly, with regard to White House people 
on the Segretti thing. Now you’ve gone 
over that with Ziegler and he still thinks 
we should stonewall it? ; i 

H. Yes, sir. : 

E. I have not talked with him at’ 
length for a day." 

P. Now here you’ve got the—I was! 
just looking in the paper this morning. 
Saxbe, Mathias, Johnny Rhodes, John 
Anderson, other persons. Two or three 
of those names are not new, but they're 
all there. They are trying to build 
that up as a chorus of Republicans: 
and more to come. 

E, It'll be five a day until next month. | 
H. But they don’t. 

H. But it’s interesting. It is not a | 
universal chorus he must appear before : 
the committee. P, Well— 

H. If you’ve got some saying they've 
got to set up.a way to take secret 
testimony [Unintelligible] and John 
Williams says— 

E. Or,.else, even Baker. P. Yeah. 

E. But Baker does not say [Unintel- 
ligible] him. He’s protecting us on that. : 

H. [Unintelligible] and look into it. / 

P. Everybody’s for himself. Then of 
course our own people are out saying 
we are having a hell of atime -[un- 
intelligible] May 9th dinner. I think 
that’s— . eee . 

'E. T’ think a lot of that is bull, 

frankly, on the money thing. P. We 
heard that at the time, you know, 
when we did Cambodia. They ' said, 
you remember [unintelligible]. 

H. But that’s not true. We've had 
no problem. Even the papers are say- 
‘ing it’s not true. . ae 

P, What in the name of—Bob, let 
me ask you quickly a rather curious 
question. I thought our relations’ with 
Macgregor were not strained. I thought 
he felt pretty good. H. He does. 

P. Why does he go out and say that 
it cost a million and a half votes? 
And what did you want to win by? 
Want to win by 20 million? 4H. No, 
that’s—they say, well— 


‘Stonewall the Committee” 


P. But, you realize that that plays? 
The question that I have there John, 
and let’s come back to the Congres- 
sional committee, what is Ziegler’s— 


| Tem. 
E. And because they were afraid | 


P. You see, the point is, the point is: 
I believe that cooperation with the com- 
mittee might at least indicate no cover- 
up. That’s what I’m trying to do. 

E. Well, and that story will come out. 
We're going to go through a period 
now where we take some gas. For in- 


‘stance, Kilpatrick was on my radio 
‘this morning just taking Kleindienst ° 
_ apart something terrible on executive 


privilege. P. Yeah. 

E. Now that was a tactic. Kleindienst 
took a hard line up there. P. Yeah. 

E. Because if he had softened at all, 
that would have really hurt our nego- 
tiations. And so we are going to take 
some temporary gas on this. But I think 
in the long haul, it'll come out OK. 
Now I may be wrong on that, but I 
think it will. , : 

P. What do you think, Bob? 

P. You think we should continue to 
negotiate? H. Yep. 

P. What is your view, John, as to 
how the committee and how do you 
want it to come out during the nego- 
tiations? I’m going to be a little busy 
tomorrow. - 

E. I know that. I am going to see 
a draft Monday. And then, I have al- 


‘ready reserved Blair House and Y'm— 


P. What do you want? E. Going to 
call a meeting. 

P. What are you going to [unin- 
telligible]. 

E. Well, I am going to go to our 
executive session and— i 

P. And set this up for a historic way 
that we can do it for all these— 
E. Right. 

P. Cover Kissinger— 


‘Nice Meeting With You’ 


E. And take the poison out of the 
relationship and so on, They’re going 
to Say to me, “Well, it’s been nice meet- 
ing with you and we appreciate your 
courtesy, and the hors d'oeuvres have 
been great. We're how going to go up 
and write our own set of rules. You 
understand we can’t be bound by your 
point of view.” P, Right. 

E. “And then you guys at the White 
House are just going to have to decide 
whether you can live with our rules or 
not. Take it or leave it.” Pp, Then you'll 
say— 


that’s where we're headed. “Let’s”—’m 


P. What will you say about Mr. Lip- 
Schitz? E. Well, I think we'll have quite 
a lot of fun with that in terms of douv- 
ble standard. P. Yeah. And misde- 
meanor. E. But ’m going to— 

P. And, incidentally, Dash knew it, 

E. Yeah. I am going to try to work 
out a process where Dash to Garment, 
if they want a test case, we'll frame a 
test case. They will serve a subpoena, 
we'll either move to quash it or they 
can go througn the contempt process. 


But I think the motion to quash is the 
best way to go. P. Right. 

E. And figure out how we can go 
stipulated record. P. And do it fast. 

E. And do it before the Federal 
District Court. Now I think they'll agree 
with that. We certainly have not given 
them any reason to be antagonistic. 
That may be the one—P. What— 

E. Way to agree on process. 

P. I know, but do we want to— 
E, Well, now, here’s the— 

P. We don’t want a court case_ 

E. Well, now, here’s what I’m getting 
at. The court case will delay any ap- 


pearance by any White House people. . 


We'll agree that we'll abide the outcome 
of the case. Then if Mitchell does get 
indicted, Mitchell’s lawyers are going 
to somehow move to stop the Ervin 
hearing. 

P. Who is-—that’s your analysis, isn’t 
it? Or is that Colson and _ Shapiro? 
E. That’s Shapiro’s analysis, also, and 
I have respect for his ability. P. Do you 
quash the—on what ground? : 

E. On the point that they can’t get a 
fair trial. P. Yeah. What if they say, 
“Well, how about Mr. Segretti? What 
about him?” ete , 
H. Why can’t they limit their—why 
can’t they— 

Problem Is Defined 


P. Say nothing about Watergate. 
H. Leave out Wategrate, but let them 


: go with everything else but— 


E. How could you do that? P. Well, 
the problem you’ve got here is that 
they’ve got Mitchell and the other peo- 

le. 
H. Sure [unintelligible] all that 
they’ve got is the press says “inex- 
tricably linked.” Of course, 

E. And all they have to do is take a 
look at their big, long resolution. “Let’s 
go.” And the judge would take a look 
at that and say, “I can’t let this go on 
while [unintelligible] investigates your 
charge.” 

P. John, is that better than just cav- 
ing? 

E. Well, we’ve got the option of cav- 
ing at any time. . 

P, You don’t want to cave now? Let 
me put it this way —E. Yes I do. 

P, Let me put it this way. I can’t 
watch [unintelligible]. Mitchell—this is 
going to break him up. 

H, As to Watergate. 

P. Oh, I know, I know, and I don’t 
think so. My idea is—it would be better, 
frankly, after Mitchell is indicted and 
then if we care—i don’t think that is 
very good. I think it is a lot better for 
us to be forthcoming before he is in- 
dicted, not after. That problem for you. 
to consider. 

E. You asked me, “Do I want to cave 
now?” My feeling about this whole thing 
is that we ought to be looking at every 
nook and cranny for every device that 
there is to be forthcoming. P, Right. 

E. And this is a place where we could 
do it. My sense of this whole case is 
that our best defense is that the Presi- 
dent always wanted this to happen, and 
that we weren't being cute about this 
at all. 

P. All right, let’s come to this. Ah, 
regarding the other side, he said, “Well, 


see our heads up there on the dock, and 
act like convicted criminals and it’d be 
bad for the White House. You’re going 
to have that continuing thing—cover-up, 
cover-up, cover-up.” 

H, Rape is inevitable, P. That’s the 
problem. 


‘The Ervin Thing Goes On’ 


H, Well, I’m not so sure you are going 
to have a continuing thing in cover-up 
when you bust—the Ervin thing goes 
on. They got a procedure and all that. 
But you are down to a different level 
of staff if you busted the Watergate 
case.. Youre down to a level of “Who 
hired Segretti?” And I think I’ve got to 
get out in front on that before it goes 
up there. 

P. Well, I think Chapin gets out in 
front on that. H. No, sir, because I 
think— 

P. Do you think you can make a 
statement? How does that come along 
with Henry’s thing? What do you think? 
Can I digress a moment to Segretti? 


I would like to get that out of the way, . 


but what would you do? What’s your— 

H. I think, just turn it out. If the 
Mitchell thing breaks, like’ on Monday, 
and if [unintelligible] and that starts 
breaking and you get into a big bottling 
up of Watergate. It seems to me that’s 
the best possible time, place and atmos- 
phere for my.statements to come out 
debunking Dean. “Obviously, I couldn't 
go out publicly and say that I’ve been 
sitting here wanting to tell my story 
waiting for the Senate Committee to 


get off its ass and nothing’s happening | 


here. And I couldn’t go out unilaterally 
and do this while the process was run- 


ning at the grand jury. But now they’ve | 


come to their conclusions and the peo- 
ple in Watergate are done. Now, let’s 
get the rest of this story covered too, 
because that doesn’t—the rest of it 
doesn’t involve criminal stuff to my 
knowledge.” : 

P. Except you’ve got— _—s.. 

E. There’s a problem. P. That’s it. 


H. You've got a kid that’s taken the 
Fifth on that. 


E. Here’s what you might do. Let’s 
assume that Tuesday the Ervin com- 
mittee comes up with its rules. They 
will also set their date for hearing on 
Tuesday—the first of May, 
whatever it is. 

P. Do you think they will do that? 

E. This is their last regular meeting 
until after recess. P. Fine. - 

E. You could come out then int re- 
sponse to that and say, “Well, now that 
they have announced they are not going 
to have their meeting until May, I have 
been sitting here waiting. I can’t wait 
and longer. Here’s my statement.” Send 
it all to the grand jury. 

_ P. I wouldn’t [unintelligible] the grand 
jury thing and so forth. E. That makes 
it look like it was dragged out of you. 

P. Also it gets it all into—the one 
says, “And also today Bob Haldeman 
admitted that he was behind the Se- 
gretti thing.” I'd rather have the story 
Separate, Bob. That’s my problem with 
the other one. Don’t you agree? 

_E. Yeah, I don’t feel comfortable with 
his relating it to the grand jury at all. 
It sounds like, “Well, this is all coming 


5th of May, 
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out anyway so now I’m going to make 


- my. statement.” 


P. What’s your reason? In other 
words, you'd relate it to the committee 
and the committee is not going to hear 
us until— 

E. I want an early hearing—I want it. 

P. Why can’t Ehrlichman get out and 
Say, “Haldeman et. al. has urged early 
hearings”? 

E. As soon as we get [unintelligible] 
or why don’t they kiss me off and pub- 
lish their rules. . 

H. Ehrlichman doesn’t have to get 
up. I can get up, quote my statement 
and say that, that I had urged early 
hearings, that there had been, that 
these— [unintelligible] 

P. I'd like to get that story out right 
now, frankly, that Ehrlichman is urg- 
ing early hearings. 

E. Well, but you see— 

P. We don’t want early hearing, huh? 

E. No. Number one, I don’t want ’em. 
Number two, I have a commitment to 
Ervin and Baker. , 

P, That you won’t discuss that? 

E. And I.won’t discuss these nego- 
tiations until they’re over. And it’ll un- 
less I want to blow ’em sky high, I 
shouldn’t do that. : 

P. All right. Well, we just take the 
gas on that. And coming back to, I 
think John’s scenario, Bob, is better. 
I'd like to separate the two cases and 
Yd get the Segretti thing out, 


H. Wednesday may be the day next 


week, because they meet Tuesday. 
‘Buy Some Time’ . 
P. Oh, I see. In other words, the 


‘Ervin committee says [unintelligible] 


you feel it’s not time, that’s too long. 
You could put out a statement which 
says, “I had nothing to do with Water- 
gate.” I think in this instance I would 
say—“but, second, I want to say what 
we did. I had this to do with SegrettL”. 
I wouldn’t. worry about the fact that 
he’d come back and say well now what 
did you do about this or that at this 
point..I just think this making a forth- 
coming statement that we present to 
everybody. That'll buy us some time 
and you need to buy a little time now 
and then. 

H. If you do it under the umbrella: 
of the Mitchell indictment— 


P. His will come later, Indictment. 


will come, I don’t mean indictment,— : 


H. But Pll tell you it could go quite 
fast. If Mitchell, today, agrees to do 
this and he and O’Brien and his lawyers. 
went over to see Silbert this afternoon 


‘and made a statement, we’d put it out.’ 


He could get this thing get this cleared. 
up. Silbert could file an information as 
early as Monday or Tuesday, “you 
wouldn’t have to get an indictment 
from the grand jury. ; 


| P. Right. 


do that?” : ; Pi 

E. I don’t. I don’t. But it dodgh’t 
matter, P. Yeah. They’ve got other’ in- 
-formation? E. That’s it. P. How do You 
know that, John? ' den 

E. Well, we've got some sources in- 
side the U.S. Attorney process. P. That's 
right. E. I don’t know how. good they 
are, John. : y 

-H. You can say, “John, I am sure 
you do, too.” FE. You undoubtedly do, 
too. But everything that I can— 

P. You think John’s had sources? For 
that problem, they are trying to give 
him a little bit of [unintelligible]. We 
don’t know what -our sources are. Our 
sources are Shapiro, right? 

E. Oh, no, Dean and his lawyers have 
sources in the U.S. Attorney’s office. 

P. Silbert, right. H. Well then, you’ve 
got the other two grand juries. How 
about those? ot 

P. Tell me. Can I spend a minute? 
That’s the thing that I wanted to know: 
I knew about the New York grand jury. 
What in essence is that? Vesco— =: 

E. It’s a, it’s a runaway grand jury. 
P. Yeah. ; ra 

E. It started out as an S.E.C. action 
against Vesco for violations of the Se- 
curities Act. They then bumped into 
this | two-hundred-and-some-thousand- 
dollar donation to the campaign. P._ 
Right. E, They have been on ‘that. 

‘4 


E. Since. And they’ve had Stans up 
and they’ve had Mitchell in and they're 
working on the question of whether or 


‘ not Vesco procured an appointment 


P. We don’t even know yet what Ma- - 


gruder is going to do. E. Does it really. 


matter? If once you're possessed | of | 


this information? an, 

P. Yeah, I see. But my gosh, I’m 
not a mind reader, I’m thinking’ of 
those, whether Mitchell gets — you're 
bargaining with Mitchell, Mitchell’s, go+ 
ing to say, “Well, I don’t know whether 
Jeb, how do you know Jeb’s going. to 


i 


with the Attorney General of the Unit- 
ed States in consideration of a $200,000 
campaign contribution. ; 2 7 get 


‘Cash or Check’ 


P: Oh my God. And Harry Sears 
charges that? E. Violation of Section 
201. Now they have a witness, who 
was sitting in the room with Vésco 
and Stans. P. Yeah. 

E. Vesco came in and said, “Mr. 
Stans, how does a guy get to be a big 
contributor around here?” And Stans 
said, ‘“Well, the word ‘big’ means $200,- 
000.” And Vesco said, “Cash or check?” 
And Maury says, “Either one.” And 
he— 

P. This was after my poor brother 
was up there? 

E. ’'m not sure. I don’t know,: be- 
fore or after. I just don’t know. But in- 
any event, he said, “Well, how does one 
work out a quid pro quo?” And Maury 
said, “Well, what’s your problem?” And 
he said, “Well, ’'m afraid the Justice 
Department is after me on an S.E.C, 
violation.’ And Maury said, in effect, 
“I don’t know what I can do about 
that. Let’s see.” Vesco then got a phone 
call, allegedly, from John Mitchell. Now, 
that’s enough to indict. _ 

’ P. It is? us 

E. They tell me it is. Because Vesco, 
as a result of the phone call, got an 
appointment. ; 

P, [Unintelligible]. My God that’s 
dumb. You know what I mean. I can 
imagine all those [unintelligible] in here 
trying to get— , 

E. Now that may not be enough to 
convict, but it’s enough to indict. 

[Material unrelated to Presidential ac- 


tions deleted] 

P. We've come full circle on the 
Mitchell thing. The Mitchell thing must 
come first. That is something today. 
We've got to make this move today. If 
it fails, just to get back to our position 
I think you ought to talk to Magruder. 
H. I agree. : 


‘Tell This Whole Story’ 


Pp, And you tell. Magruder, now Jeb, 
this evidence is coming in you ought 
to go to the grand jury. Purge yourself 
if you're perjured and tell this whole 
story. whee 

H. I think we have to. P. Then, well, 
Bob, you don’t agree with that? H.:No. 
I do. P. Because I think we do have 
to, Third, we've got the problem—:~ 

H. You should talk to [unintelligihle] 
first though. E. What really mattefs, 
Bob, is that either way— : 

P, Yeah. E, Who is ever [unintelli-. 
gible] 7s 

P. You see, the point is— k 

H. But don’t use Jeb as a basis: for 
the. conversation. P, Yeah. Say that.the: 
evidence is not Jeb. I'd just simply say 


that these other people are involved: 


in this, With Jeb, although he may: 
blow— : 

E. I cam say that I have come to the 
conclusion that it is both John and Jeb 
who are liable. . : 

P. Yeah. But mo, I meant. Yeah, go 
ahead. I was simply going to say that 
we are not talking to John because Jeb) 
is going to crack or that Dean fs going’ 
to the grand jury. It’s past that point. 
They’ve got.the case made. . 

E. That’s right. P. He'll say, “Well, 
I think they’re bluffing here.” What’ll 
you say? ; , 


E. It isn’t a question of bluffing. No-. 


body’s made any representations te us 
at all. Nobody’s tried to bluff us. It’s 
just a question of putting together all 
the facts and anytime someone, if ,the 
U.S. Attorney’s office goes throngh the 
process that I’ve gone through, he'll 
have all the facts. And there it'll be. 
_And you don’t get it all from any one 
- person. It’s some from this one, some 
from that one. 

H. It’s a typical, it’s a typical case. 
P. How was} Dean’s—incidentally, what 


is the, is the liability of Hunt? I am: 


thinking of the payoff thing. H. Yeah. 

P. This business, somebody in—Dean, 
Dean. Dean asked, told me about. the 
problem of Hunt's lawyer. This was a 
few weeks ago. Needed sixty thousand 
‘or forty thousand dollars or something 
“like that. You remember? I said I don’t 
know where you can get it. I said, I 
‘mean, I frankly felt he might try to get 
it, but I didn’t know where. And then, 
“he left it up with Mitchell and Mitchell 
Said it: was taken care of and after 
“funintelligible}. Did he talk to you abbut 
that? 

E. He talked to me. about it. I said, 


‘John, I wouldn't have the vaguest no- . 


tion where to get it. P. Yeah. 3 
E. I saw him later in the day. I saw 

Mitchell later in the day— P, What 

happened? > 

_ E. And he just said, “It’s taken care 

of, 

 “H, Mitchell raised the problem to 


Dean and said, “What have you done , 
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about that other problem? And Dean 
said, he kind of looked at us, and then 
‘said, “Well, you know, I don’t know.” 
And Mitchefl said, “Oh, I guess that’s 
been taken care of.” Apparently through 
LaRue. = 

P. Apparently who? 


‘Td Geta Large Bus’ 


H. LaRue. Dean told us, LaRue. Dean 
talked with LaRue and LaRue said this 
whole thing ds ridiculous now. He said, 
yeah — He said, “If I were in charge 
of this now what I would do I'd get 
a large bus, and I’d put the President 
at the wheel and I'd tell everybody 
we've got around here in it and I'd 
drive up to the Senate and I’d have 
the President open the door and, say, 
You all get out and tell them every- 
thing you know and I'll be back to 
pick you up when you're through.’.” 
-He said, “It’s all out now and there’s 
nothing we can'do about it.’ He said 
LaRue also said, “You know I can’t 
figure out how I got into this, to begin 
with, but it seems to me all of us 
have been drawn in here in trying to 
cover up for John.” ys ; 

P, For Mitchell? 


happened.: 
P. LaRue said this? H. Yes. 
P, He’s right.. ; 
. H. And if LaRue is called, LaRue in- 
tends to-tell the truth about it. 
. _ P, Is he? H. Yeah. : 
- P, Well, H. I don’t know. 
- ~, What instructions? - 
_» H, I don’t know. I don’t know any 
that. He doesn’t have— 


of 


P. No, but his instruction will be, « 


LaRue, that I was helping to get— 

E. The way Dean talks LaRue wasn't 
even thinking about.the message. 

H.. I.don’t think LaRue cares. I think 
LaRue figures that the jig is up. 

E. I had a bit of incidental intelli- 
gence that McCord dropped yesterday 
with regard to Mardian. Just a small— 
_ Pp, [Unintelligible] back in Phoenix. 
‘38. T heard a cover story which he‘fed 
to The New York Times which would 
lay it all back at the White House. The 
trouble with that is sir, [unintelligible] 
it will only stand so long as Mitchell 
stands. [Unintelligible] at the White 
House. That’s all. I just don’t know any 
other fact and— a 
 P. But he could lay it to the White 
House? ~ 
_,E. But bear in mind Shapiro was 


giving me this in. a whole litany of | 


sthings that were persuasive {unintelligi- 
ple] what he said to me [unintelligible]. 


P. The point-on Mardian, well, let . 


ame. say I don’t think that Mardian or 


LaRue or Mitchell or Magruder or any- © 
body want to hurt the President. H. No, - 


sir. ; 
. E. I feel that way. Colson? How about 


Colson? 
H. —of course, I just think he will 


__ President. 
-'"" p Yeah. That has 
everybody becaues it isn’t the man, it’s 
the office. H’ Sure. 
" ® But 
wish I knew 


gbout the [expletive 
deleted]. ‘ : 


got to be true of 


also it happens to be true. I 


H. They will have asked that doesn’t 
apply and they could, I think rationalize 
to themselves that hurting or getting 
anybody else could be. P. That's right. 

H. Good for the President rather than 
bad. x 

‘ P, In other words— 

H. And that includes Ehrlichman, 
Haldeman, Dean. P. Yeah. 

H. Certainly Colson. Colson will be 
at the top of that—Colson first, then 
‘Haldeman, then Dean, then Ehrlichman. 
> P. You see I think a Mardian story 
to The Times wil! be frankly that Colsor 
put the heat on. Maybe. , 


- H. But he said at the White House. ; 


That could where he— . 

- P. Maybe Haldeman? H. Mardian. No. 
Mardian I don’t think has any personal 
‘desire to get me. I think, I know he 
hates Colson. 

_ P. Does he? H. They all do. And any- 
thing that Mitchell does is— 
P. You see you can make a hell of 

a circumstantial case on Colson. He’s 
the guy that, you know, he’s Dean’s 

«buddy, and Liddy he knew well—ap- 
parently knew well— 
»-, H. Wasn’t Dean’s buddy. P. I’m sorry. 


; _' .d meant Hunt’s.buddy. H. Yeah. Right. 
. H. Yeah, which is exactly what’s | 


A ‘Crew of Robbers’ 


2 P-Of course. Right. You know, but 


Colson is closer to this crew of the rob- 
“ers than anybody else. That’s the prob- 
“dem with Colson. Colson’s got a very— 
- HH. He has no tie to Liddy. P.:Oh,-no. 
«No. O.K. H. That is the [unintélligible], 
"but he has no string on this. His string 

is to Hunt. P. Well, then Hunt— - 

-' H. Some others—the central back- 
“ground ‘figure—+ Pie oe eS 
P. is it Hunt? Hunt takes this money? 
“He took it for what? To cover up? =~ 
*- Hy Immunity, Bet Bittman’s given 
‘immunity. oe : 

* ~, They’re going to give Hunt immu- 
\aity? - 

‘ E, I don’t know, I suppose— 

'’ H. Bittman says there dealings were 

standard,’ © : 

o. Sen 

Ss additional crimes, - 

F. He’s convicted now, you see, so 

, there would. be. for additional. [unin- 
telligible] =. # 
SPs Sb they could give him immunity 
for, ah~—they could cut his sentence and 
give him immunity for the cover-up; the 
hush money; clemency. How do you 
handle the problem of clemency, John? 

E. [unintelligible.) .... 1... .... 44. 

H. Well, you don’t handle it at all. 
That’s Colson’s cause that’s. where it 
comes from,. : =“ 
_E. That was the line of communica- 
tion— 

P. Colson to Bittman. I guess that’s 
the only thing we have on that—except 

Mitchell, apparently had said something 


do you give him immunity~ 


about clemency to people. H, To Liddy. . 


_ do everything he can not to hurt the | eb: And Mitchell has never, never— 


“Has he ever discussed clemency with 
you? E. No, | 
P. Has he-ever discussed it with you? 
H. No. gg 
P. [unintelligible] We were all here 
the room. : 
H. Well, may have said; “Look we'va 


» 


got to take care of this,” 

P. But’s he’s never said, “Look you're 
going to get a pardon from these people 
when this is over.” Never used any such 
language around here, has he, John? 
E. Not to me. H. I don’t think so. 
= P. With Dean has he? E. Well I don’t 
know. That’s a question I can’t answer. 


Where Does It All Lead? 


P. Weill, but Dean’s never raised it. 
In fact, Dean told me when he talked 
about Hunt. I said, John, “Where does 
it all lead?” I said, what’s it going to 
cost. You can’t just continue this way. 
He said, “About a million dollars.” [Un- 
intelligible] I said, John, that’s the point. 
[Unintelligible] Unless I could get them 
up and say, look, fellows, it’s too bad 
and I give you executive clemency like 
tomorrow, what the hell’ do you think, 
Dean. I mean, you think, thé point is, 
Hunt and the Cubans are going to sit in 
jail for fowr years and they are not 
being taken care of? ‘ 

‘H. That’s the point. Now, where are 
you going to get the money for that? 
P. That’s the reason this whole thing 
falls apart. It’s that—it’s that that as- 
tonishes me about Mitchell and the rest. , 
E. Big problem. - oy 

(Material unrelated to Presidential ac- 
tions deleted.) : 

P, The word never came up, but I 
said, “I appreciate what you're doing.” , 
I knew it was for the purpose of helping: 
the poor bastards through the trial, but 
you can’t offer that, John. You can’t—, 
or could you? I guess you could. Attor- | 
neys’ fees? Could you go a support pro-| 
gram for these people for four years? : 

E. I haven’t any idea. I have no idea. 

P. Well, they have supported other 
people in jail for years. E, Sure, the : 
Berrigan brothers. P, Huh? E, I say, 1, 
don’t know how the Berrigan brothers 
and some of those— 

P. They all haye funds. ' ! 

E. Operate. I think they use them, 

P. Yes there are funds if you are . 
[unintelligible]. I guess that’s true. : 

E So that they— : 

P. But not to hush up. E. That’s right. 

P. That’s the point. All right, One 
final thing. Dean. You don’t think we 
have to bite it today? " 

E. Well, 'm not so sure, Pd be‘ in- - 
clined, When you say bite it isn’t simply 
a matter of making a decision, in my 
opinion— 

P. I have made a decision. He’s to go. 

E. Well, I'm not sure that’s the right 
decision. By forcing the issue, I don’t 
mean to imply that. P. Oh, I see. [Un- 
ae ee ek ‘ 

E. Uh, [unintelligible.] 

P. When you said you didn’t’ think 
you agreed with the decision, I thought 
that was one of the recommendations ° 
you made, ‘ 

E. No, my recommendation is that 
you recognize that there’s a go, no go 
decision that has to be made because— 

P. Oh, I see. F 

E. Here’s your situation. Look again 
at the -big picture. You now are pos- 
sessed of a body of fact, ‘ 

P, That’s right. E. And you've got to 
—you can’t just sit here. P, That’s right, 

E. You've got to act on it. You’ve got 


-« 


to make some decisions and the Dean 
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thing is one of the decisions that you 
have to make, You may decide— 

_P. Bull, please. Steve Bull, All right, 
fine, fine. Then you're not—E, Then 
you've got to dispose of it one way or 
the other, 

_P. Put that thing with Haig, what: 
time you got now? Quarter after? Pll 
be there at E.0.B, 


Affecting Treatment 


E, Tl] tell you, I am still heavily per- 
Suaded that we affect the grand jury 
and U.S. Attorney treatmerit of Dean 
favorably by keeping him on. P. O.K. 
E. And that that’s important, Now— 

_P. Why is that? —pbecause they like 
him? E. No, no. No, no. Because they 
can treat him differently as the Presj- 
dent's Counsel than as a dismussed per- 
son. E. Exactly. P, Yeah. 

E, It’s a very heavy Psychological 

P. Well, this will be done because » 
there is another reason, too. It isn’t 
like, Dean is not like Mitchell /now, 
let's face it. H. That's right, , 

’ P. Dean is not like Mitchell in the 
sense that Dean only tried to do what 
he could to pick up the Pieces and 
everybody else around here knew it 
- to be done. E. Certainly. _ 

. Let's face it. ’'m not blamin 3 
body else— eid 

E. No, I understand that. 1 have 
great trouble in [unintelligible] in the 
light of the known involvement that 
he had in the— 

P. Aftermath? E. Right, but— 

H. But the known involvement he 

had in that was for what was under- 
stood here to be the proper system. 
P. The question is motive, That’s right. 
-E. That No, 1. No. 2, there is 
nothing new about that. As I have de- 
veloped this thing—I want you to read 
this— > + Die 

P. Yeah. E. There were 8 or 10 peo- | 
ple around here who knew about this, 
knew it was going on. Bob knew, I. 
knew, all kinds of people knew. 

P. Well, I knew it. I knew it.: 

E. And it was not a question of 
whether— 2 

P. I must say though, I didn’t know 
it but'I must have assumed it though 
but you know, fortunately—I® thank 
you both for arranging it that way 
and it. does show the isolation of the. 
President, and here it’s not so bad— 


But the first time that I knew that, 
they had to have the money was the, 
time when Dean told me that they, 
needed $40,000. I had been, frankly, 
[unintelligible] papers on those little 


. envelopes. I didn’t know about, the en- 


velopes [unintelligible] and all that 
stuff, 

E. The point is that if Dean’s, if the - 
wrongdoing which justifies Dean’s dis- 
missal is his knowledge that that 
operation was going on, then you can’t 
stop with him. You’ve got to go 
through a whole place, wholesale. 

P. Fire the whole staff, 

E. That’s right. It’s a question of 
motive. It’s a question of role and I 
don’t think Dean’s role in the after- 
math, at least from the facts that I 
know now, achieves a level of wrong- 


doing that requires that you termin- 
ate him. . 

P. I think he made a very powerful 
point to me that of course, you can be 
pragmatic and say, [unintelligible] cut 
your losses and get rid of ‘em. Give 
*em an hors d’oeuvre and maybe they 
won't come back for the main course. 
Well, out, John Dean. On the other 
hand, it is true that others did know. 
‘ E. But more than that. We’ve made 
Dean a focal point in the Gray process. 
P. Right. E. And he will become, a focal 
point in the Ervin process, 

P. We'll have to—yes, except, yes, if 
he goes down. 'H. And if you dismiss 
him he'll still be a focal point. E. He'll 
be a focal point, He’ll be a defrocked 
[unintelligible] — 

H. With, with less protection; that’s 
right. E. And with Jess incentive. 


_ BP. Well; the point that I think, Ithink— 


H. What .Dean did, he did with all 
conscience in- terms that the higher 
geod— 

P. Dean, you’ve got to have a talk 
with Dean. I feel that I should not talk 
to him. E. I have talked'to him. P. I 
mean about motive. E. I have talked to 
him, P. What’s he say about motive? 
He says it was hush-up? 

E. No..He says he knew, he had to 
know that people were trying to bring 
that result about. .P. Right, a 

E. And he. says, you. know, the, way 
I got into this was I was I*would ge to 
meetings in campaign headquarters and 
we'd get through the meeting and 
Mitchell and LaRue would say to— 
Mardian and LaRue would say to 
Mitchell, “You've got to do, something 
about this.” And Mitchell’s stock an- 
swer was, to turn to John Dean and 
say, “What are you going to do?” And 
so John*said, “I got to be kind of a 
water carrier. I’d come back from those 
meetings and I'd come in to see Bob,” 
or me or somebody else, and say; “Well 
Mitchell’s got this big problem.” And 
then he’d say, “They’d say to me, ‘Well 
I don’t know what I'll do about it.” 


Defining ‘the Problem 


P, When he came in to see Bob and 
you what would he say was the prob- 
lem? 

E. He’d say, “These guys. Hunt's 
getting jittery; and says that he’s got 
tg have umpty-ump thousand dollars, 
and Mitchell’s terribly worried about it,” 
and it was never expressed, but it was*, 
certainly understood — . 

P. On the question of motive then, 
though, I guess in those conversations 
with you with respect to motive was 
never discussed. 

E, Never discussed with me in those 
terms. % 

P. Right. The motive was to help de- 
fendants who were, by golly, who had 
worked for the campaign committee. 

E. It never really got that far because, 
we, at least my conversation with John 
always was, “Well, you know that's 
interesting, but I just don’t know what 
to do for you.” 

P. Yeah, He may have gone further 
with you, Bob. Did he? : 

H. No. We referred him to Kalmbach. 
You aimed it at Kalmbach, I aimed it 


~+:$328,000 in- cash delivered, to him at - 


at Mitchell. I said, “John, you can’t 
come here and ask for help, we don’t 
have it.” The one thing where it did go 
further, 1f you want to argue about it, 
it was in the sense that the 350. 

P. That we had. . 

H. Which was not our money, we did 
move back over there. 

P, For this purpose? H. [Unintelligi- 
ble]. Yeah, yeah. iF 

P. Who asked for it? H. Nobody. 

‘P. I mean how, who asked for the 
move on the 350? 

'H. Hunt did, 

P, How did you know? Somebody 
came to you? 

H. Gordon Strachan cafne to me after 
the Se cee said you have $350,000 
in cash. at do you want to do with 
it. ‘ 

P. This was not 
H. No. 

P. Of Gordon? 

H. No the problem was getting them 
to’ take it back. They wouldn’t take it, 
cause they didn’t know how— 

P. Weil, that money— . 

H. LaRue wanted'. it but Mitchell 
wouldn’t let him take it. — 

E, They just didn’t know how to ac- 
count, for it. Well, then, frankly, he 


requested by LaRue? 


wouldn’t have to account, for it, in my 
opinion. 
H. Well but he didn’t — he was 
P. 1970 money. 
’  H. He will have to account for it now, 


because Fred LaRue is in persorial re-° 


ceipt under grand jury knowledge of 


night at his apartment by Gordon 
Strachan. The witnesses to that trans- 
action were Strachan and LaRue. 

P. LaRue, testified— . 

H, But Strachan just testified that 
that’s what happened. Weill, La Rue’s. 
got a problem. What did he do with 
if? At that ‘point, it’s income to him. 
He's got an IR.S. problem if he can’t 
get that accounted for. 

,  P, He'll use it. “What does he say? 

. He says, “I used it for hush money”? 
H. I don’t know what he'll say. He’ll 
probably say, “I packaged it up.” 


That help? Bug that certainly doesn’t | 


help us. H. Doesn’t help anybody but, 
you know. % . . 
P. The other thing he says, “Well, 

¥ just—-I have ‘retained it-in a fund 
‘for future campaigns.” H. I’m sure 


he doesn’t have it. E. I am not sure, ' 


either, but I assume it. went right 
out to pay these people. That’s my 
assumption. P. You know he used it 


Two Problems Seen 


H. Not all of it. E. Now, Dean says 
this. He says we have only two prob- 
lems that we ‘have to manage in the 
White House. One is the fact that 
we made a referral to Kalmbach, and 
he said that can be explained and 
need not be a major problem, if it’s 
clearly explained. And we have ro 
problem ‘with the aftermath... . 

H, I’m running the three fifty into my 
statement, but the question is whether 
we want it in. P. Oh, yes. Put it in 
there, i - : 

_ H. Nobody knows about it, but that’s 
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another bombshell, P. I think there’s 
been something written about it H. 
Yeah, but not that I had it. It is 
Il o'clock. 


P. All right. Eleven o’clock and the 
armistice is signed so off we go. 


Mitchell Two Hours Away 


E. Mitchell is roughly two hours 
away, at best. P. I think, I tmnk he’s 
going to come down and do it today. 
I think, Bob, I think you have to 
go out and call him now. And ask 
him if he can come down, E Tell 
him we'll send an airplane for him. 
H. [Unintelligible] P. Yeah. 

H. By the time we get a plane mo- 
bilized and up there it takes longer. 
We'll send it if he as playing golf 
or something. P. I know. He may be 
gone. But the point I made “was this 

E, [Unintelligibie] J-think we're going 
to be—Well, you can put Seg 

P. We did not cover up, though, that’s 
what decides, that’s what’s decides. 

. H. [Unintelligible] to go testify. 

!  P. My point is that if three of us talk 
here, I realize that, frankly—Mitchell’s 

» case is a killer, Dean's case is the ques- 
tion. And I do not consider him guilty. 


3 


Now that’s all there is to that. Because ‘ 


if he—if that’s the case, then. half the 
staff is guilty. 
, E, That’s it. He’s guilty of really no 
more except in degree, 
_ P. That’s right. Then others E. Then 
a lot of ; 
+ P. And frankly then I have' been since 
a week ‘ago, two weeks ago 


‘A Matter of Knowledge 


E. Well, you see, that isn’t, that kind 
of knowledge that we .had was not 
. action knowledge, like the kind of 
knowledge that I put together last night. 
I hadn't known really what had been 
bothering me this week. P. Yeah. 
E. But.what’s been bothering me is 
P, That with knowledge, we're still 
} not doing anything. E. Right. ; 
P. That’s exactly right. The law and 
order. That’s the way I am. You know 


it’s a pain for me to do it—the Mitchell . 


thing is damn painful. 1, 
E,Sure, * | ay , 
P. Is he coming? 

H. Yes, sir. I said, “Do you want to 


1? 


‘let us know what plane you’re on so we > 


can pick you up? He said, no let m 
[unintelligible], : 
P, Run over this. Do you delay your 
meeting with Magruder until you see 
. him? ‘ 
; E. I don’t think it really matters. It 
; Tuns over this whole thing and having 
{ knowledge and having to act on it. 

P. My point is that I think you better 
see Magruder before you see him. No. 
I guess you’re— 

E, It doesn’t matter, in my opinion. 

P. You should see Magruder, today. 
That’s the main thing. : 

" E, I think we ought to make a similar 
call to Magruder. ~- is 

. HI should do it. I should call Jeb 
and say that things have developed and 
al] this and —P, Yeah. 

H. Well, I didn’t say that to Mitchell. 

E. It doesn’t matter. 

P. Oh, Mitchell. He knows 

' that to Jeb, 
H. When I say it to Jeb it'll take 


pot 


better, Say 


| 


probably 37 seconds for him to turn up 
on your doorstep. 

P, Oh, that’s all right. It’s all right. 
I think we should do it before you see 
Mitchell. Or you, do you feel uncom- 
fortable about telling him? 

E. No. As I say, I think it’s almost’ 
immaterial as to- which I see first, It’s 
the fact ef doing it rather than -any 
particular ~ sequence. ts 

H. Mitchell won’t be there, he can’t 
be here until [unitelligible]. 

P. Yeah. I think, in my view, John, 
you can’t wait to act. You can see Jeb 
Magruder and say now, Jeb, you’re to 
testify [unintelligible]. ‘ 

|. I wouldnt quite say it thét ‘way. 
Pil say, “I don’t know if you know 


‘ what I’ve been doing here the last three 


jweeks. I have ‘been ranging over this 
whole subject matter trying to bring 
to the President something more than 
John Dean has turned. 

P. Can you tell him as you talk to 
him that what he says is attorney- 
client? No? You can’t tell him. O.K. 

E, Til simply say that as you know 
Dean did an investigation which de- 


. termined whether or not the White 


_ thing with Mitchell: 


i 


House was involved. My responsibility 
was greater than that. It was to range 
over the whole thing and try to bring 
to the President a new body of infor- 
mation on what actually happened, for 
example, first of what transpired. And 
from what I have been able to put to- 


gether I have advised the President 
and he—this morning—and he has di- 
rected me immediately to contact you. 
Having fourid a highly accepted point 
of view in all of this that people 
should not disclose what they know 
because it somehow serves the Presi- 
dent It involves, apparently, consid- 
erable criminal jeopardy. [Unintelligi- 

e] what to do from your‘own stand- 
point, I now want you to’ have a mes- 
sage from the President..He does not 
in any way view it as serving his inter- 
ests for you to rerhain ‘silent. Decide 
what to do from your own personal 
standpoint, and I hhaven’t any right to 
interfere in that decision. If there ever 
was an impediment to your coming 
forward by reason of your impression, 
assumed or otherwise, of what the 
President wanted you to do I think it’s 
my job to impart to you what 18 ac- 
tually the case. 

P, I would, also, thotgh. I’'d put a 

couple of things in and say, Jeb, let me 
just start here by telling’you the Presi- 
dent -holds, great affection for you and 
for your family. I was just thinking, I 
was thinking last night, this poor little 
kid. H. Yeah, beautiful kids. 
_ P. Lovely wife and all the rest, it 
just breaks -your heart. And say this, 
“This is a very painful message for 
me to bring—I’ve been asked to give 
you,’ but I must do it and it is that.” 
Put it right -out that. way. Also, I 
would first put that in- se that he 
knows I have personal affection. 
That’s the way the so-called clemen- 
cy’s got te be hanfled.-Do you see, 
John? a 4% 3F 

E. 1 understand. H. Do» the same 


P. Oh, Mitchell? Well you could say 
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to Mitchell, I think you’ve got to say would suggest, you would ‘pick up the 


that this is the toughest decision he’s 


‘phone or you would allow me to pick it 


made and it’s tougher than Cambodia, jup, and call Earl Silbert and make an 
May 8 and Dec. 18 put together. And | ‘ appointment today and go over and talk 
that he just can’t bring himself to talk with the U.S. Attorney about this case 
to you about it. Just can’t do it. And with counsel.” 


he directed that I talk to YOu. | fino | 


see, what I am doing, John, is puttin 


you in the same position as President | 


Eisenhower put me in with Adams. 
But John Mitchell, 


H. I'll see the President and tell him 
iyou're going to go. E. No. 

H. O.K. 

E. “Well, you’re asking me in effect 


let me say, will | to go down and enter a. guilty plea. al 


never go to prison. I agree with that | And I would say, “Look, John, you’re 
‘assumption. I think” what. will happen /' the only who knows the basic [unintel- 
| ligible] to go and to decide whether 


is that he will put on. the. _damnest de- 


fense that—the point you have, your 


suggestion is that he-not put on a de- 
fense. You're suggesting he go in and | 
say, “Look, I am responsible here.”? 
“T had no knowledge but I_am respon- 
sible’? And nobody else had—that’s 


This thing has got to stop. Innocent | 
people are being smeared in this thing. 


Knowledge Brings Obligation 


E. He will understand, however ~it | 


comes out. Once you are possessed of | 
a reasonable’ body of knowledge, you 
have an obligation to do something 
and, rather than simply to turn it over 
to the U.S. Attorney, the thing that you 
are doing, in the first instance, is giv- 
ing him an opportunity to come for- 
ward. 

P. Rather than’ having a special 
prosecutor. Say’ that he ‘comes to a 
special prosecutor, The President re- 
jects that. The idéa that: we turn it 

' over to the U.S. Attorney, Call him in, 
- which I could do. Or call in the At- 
torney General, which I could do, but 
I think it’s [unintelligibley to. do: this be- 
cause I cannot have this. Now, of 
course, he’s going to ask, “Well now, 
John, what knowledge do you really 
a ie except hearsay?” 
. “T don’t have aay knowledge, ex- 
a hearsay, John.” P. But I do know 
that Magruder— - . 

E, I know that John Dean said— 

P. [Unintelligible] there is ne ques- 
tion about what is going to happen. 


| 


i 
| 
i 
| 
i 


there’s any room with what you know 
and the ‘ultimate action: of the. jury 
through ‘which you might pass unpun- 
ished. I.can’t make that judgment for 
you and I don’t have any right to make 


' it for you. All I’m saying is that if we’re 
it. Myself. That’s. it, and. I want to.. 


looking at this thing from the -starid- 
point of the President, today is ‘probably 
the last day that you can take’ that 

‘ action, if you’re ever going to take it i 


‘ do ig President a bit. of good.” 


E. That’s right. H. You won’t have. to - 


appeal to him on that because he’s. 


made the point—~—you know, that if 
Dean testifies, 
ble the whole omelet. 


P. That’s why I don’t want to leave it 


at that point that Dean’s or Magruder’s 
or anyone’s testimony is essential to 
Mitchell’s— be 
E, That’s right. ; 
P. You-see that’s the point of that. 
On the Dean thing, I wouldn’t say that 


the President has stood,. frankly, John, | 


on executive privilege thing, because 
it’s up to [unintelligible] and so forth. 

E. “It isn’t my purpose to prove to 
your satisfaction you’re guilty or that 
you're going to be indicted, but—it’s my 
purpose to say that the President is now 
in possession— 

P. That I believe we should. come to 
you. What are you going to suggest that 
he do, John? 


‘Call Earl Sitbert’ 


“E. Well, if he asks me, what do you 
want me te do? I am going to say, “If 
you will do what I ask you, what I 


it's going to unscram- | 


. “Do you realize, John, that from 
ee White House, I mean, Colson, maybe, 


| Haldeman are going to get involved in 


this thing too?” 

| _E, Well, here again, we’re looking at 

' this thing not from the -standpoint of 
any other individual. “We are looking 
at it from the standpoint of the Presi- 


dericy and that’s the only way I think’ 


~ you and I can approach this.” 

P. And I'd go further and say, “The 
President has said let the chips fall 
where they may. He will not furnish 
cover for anybody.” I think you ought 
to say.that. E: That’s. right. 

P, Don't you agree, Bob? That isn’t 
it? 

H. He may go. He ‘may get Chuck. 
He may get you. We asking— ~ 

P. We are asking on. this *thing 
[unintelligible] Get. the White. House. 
‘You see on:the other hand, he may dao 
something else, Bob. I think he would 
think the latter. . 

H. That’s the thing we've : workied 
about all along, that somebody will get 
[unintelligible] what we do but we can’t 
live by whether we ee the 
{unintelligible}. 

Pp, (Unintelligible]’ 


Helping the Presidency — es 


E. And this is one that’ will permit 
him, one that;might help the ree 
rather than damage it. 

P. Bob, do you ‘think there’s some- 
thing to. be: said for having John wait 
te-talk to Magruder until after hé sees 
Mitchell? Suppose you get stone-walled 
with Mitchell. 


+H. Well, I think John’s in a stronger 
position if*he’s talked with Magruder 
than if he hasn't but I, maybe I. E. I tell 
you, it is not what Mitchell says that 
matters today. It is the fact that you 
have acted on igs you have 
today. ; : 

P, Yeah. es 5 


Mitchell Reaction walsteed 


E. Now, let’s suppose Mitchell turns 
us down cold, and says I’m going ‘to 
! preserve all my rights. I’m going to 


fight every inch of turt and so on and 
so forth. O.K. That’s right. But at least 
you, having accumulated all this knowl- 
edge this week, have tried to ge! this 
thing out, so that sometime two months 
from now, three months from now,:4 
year from now when there’s a panié 
you can say on the 14th of April— _ 


P. It’s the 13th. 

' E. 14th—-14th day. of April. 

. Pz This-is the. ath —Sataielay. 

_E. Yeh. Friday was the 13th, _yester« 

day. On April 14th— 
- PB. No, seriously, as I have told’ both 
of you, the boil had to be prigked. In 
a very: different sense—that’s what De* 
cember. -18th. was abput.. We have t6 
prick: the boil. and take. the heat. Now 
that’s what we are doing here. We'ré 
going’ to- prick. the boil and take the 
heat, I—~am I overstating? — 

E, No. I think that’s right. The idea is, 
this will prick the boil.-It’ may not. The 
history of this thing has.to be though 
that you did not tuck this under the. 
rug yesterday or: today, and hope i 
would go away. 

-P, Now, in’ the scenario I sort of B4, 
out .and tell people that. I. have done, 
this: “E:-I don’t: know. It depends an, 
how’ it all turns out. If he does not go, 
to the, U.S. Attorney,. if Magruder des 
cides to stay clammed up— " 

H.-What would. you do? P. Well ‘that, 
well, let’s:suppose-they still indict. You, 
don’t want them to indict and then have. 
to say that on Saturday, the 14th of, 
April, you, John Ehrlichman— 

-E. Yeah. But you .see the problem, 
there is. H. [Unintelligible] at least you, 
got the record now. 

E. The problem is that if you were to, 
go out on this kind of hearsay and say, 
we know:who did it, then you've. prej-, 
udiced their rights. 

P. Then: your. thought is to get out. 
beforehand. E. No, no. P. Your thought, 
is just'to make a record of the decision?: 

E. When somebody comes to [unin-' 
telligible], what: the hell was. the White 
House doing all this time? Then you’ re, 
in a position to say, “Well, we began tq, 
investigate. personally the external cir-| * 
cumstances and we came to some con: 
clusions—we . acted ‘on those conclus’ 
sions.” d 
P. “John Ehrlichman conducted an: 
investigation, for. the President.” E. “And 
we made an effort.” Now, it may be, 
that what should happen here is that. 
if they both stonewall, I ought to sit, 
down with.Silbert and just say, “Now, 
I don’t have a lot of evidence.” ae 


_ ‘An Accumulatiop of Hearsay? 


P. I agree with that. E. But I have an. 
accumulation of hearsay— 

P, And the President wants you te go 
forward on this. 

‘E. And I'll turh over to you the report 
that I.made for the President, for what- 


. ever it’s worth. And. I want +o tell you 


that I have had contact with two of 
your targets to make clear to them 
that nobody in the White House wanted 
them‘ in any way to be reticent. Beyond 
that, I don’t have anything to say to 


you 
P. Well, then, let’s see what happens: 
E. Well, let's see what these guys do. 


But I think maybe ‘like, tomorrow, I 
ought to see Silbert. 

P. I agree. I think the record should 
be made we have talked to him.so that 
he knows that the President has moved 
on this. E. And that’s, that puts— - 

Pp, And we saw: the U.S. Attorney and 
turned over our-information to him. All 
the information we had. a 


Record of Conversation 5 


E. I would like a record of my con- 
versation with both Magruder and 
Mitchell, I think persqnally that maybe: 
I ought to get my office geared up so 
that I can do that. P. [Unintelligible],’ 
or do. you remove that equipment? E. 
Yeah. ; a Ae: 

P. I do here for my meetings with! 
Henry but I don’t know. E. I think it's’ 
better if I do it over there. - ui 

P. Why don’t you just gear it up? ‘Bo 
you know, do you have a way to gear” 
it up? E. Yeah. I've done it before. P-’ 
Well go gear it. No, no. Well, wait a” 
minute. No, I think that’s too—H, [Un . 
intelligible]. ee 
that you will know that vjhat we've got’ 
here. I don’t want to hear the record, I 
want to say. Sd these guys, don’t havé* 
me hear the record. re: 

H. [Unintelligible]. I ‘don’t 


‘would just have it sb’° 


-Inow | 


whether to tell you or not, but there is 


certainly. a purpose.fer me to sit in on 


the meeting. : . 
P, I think you should. 
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come up fast so I am on standby. 
P, Magruder. 

ra He has had him in there for forty- 
five minutes, but he still [unintelligible]. 
I called Magruder-—it took a long time 
to get him—he was not available—arid 
I was trying to get him through his of- 
fice but his lawyer said he could reach 
him in about an hour which he did and 
had him call me. Jeb said—I started out 
by saying now there have been some 
developments and we have reviewed 
this whole thing with the President and 
he thought it was important to have you 
and your lawyer meet with John Ehrlich- 
man right away and get up-to-date on 
where things stand from this side. He 
said—fine, I can do that, I can’t make 
it until about, 4 o’clock. That was ‘the 
way it was left—but he then said—you 
know this whole thing—I don’t know 
the situation but it is all done now. I 
said, what do you mean? He said I 
decided late last night with my lawyers 
that I am going to go ahead—you told 
me to do what my lawyers told me to 
do. You said you couldn’t advise me. 

P, Is that what you told him? 


Magruder to Talk 


H. Yes. You see he called saying, 
What does Bob want me to do? I told 
Larry to tell him that I was not in a 
position to tell him what to do, that that 
was last week, that that was a decision 
he had to make and work out with his 


‘ owh advisers. You know—that.I wasn’t 


_, cutting him off—it was simply that it 


_H. Maybe that’s it. That would give was his area. Well anyway, he said they 


you a witness for one thing. If either. | 
of those people were questioned ana’ 


had decided last night that he would 
have to tell all and his lawyers met with 


you don’t have anybody else, you've '|Silbert today and informed Silbert that 


- got a problem. ‘a . 
P. And then when Mitchell says, Bob, 


Magruder was ready to tell all and re- 
quested an opportunity for him to do 


you know you were in this too. What’S so, He doesn’t know what the timing is 


Bob Haldeman say? : 
E.. Well, he won’t. He won’t.: 5 
P. I think, Bob, shoudn’t sit in be- 


cause Haldeman is. No. I think, so. That 
gives you the witness. And also Mitchell 
feels he’s got a friend there. And he 
knows that you're not. just doing this 
on your own, freewheeling it. Bob says 
we talked it all over. The President said 
we:-can’t sit on information that’s of 
this nature. Get any information on the 
White House stuff. It’s going to be . 
exactly the same procedure, I think you 
ought to move on the Jeb thing, Bob. 

H. I get him in my office. 

P. Give your report to me on it. When 
you finish your conversation with Jeb, 
Ill be over. : 

{Material unrelated to Presidential 
actions deleted.] 


April 14, 1973. 
1:15 P.M.-2:13 P.M. 


The President and Haldeman 
. Oval Office 


_ P, Well, you chatted and decided not 
to take [unintelligible]. 

H. Yes sir, he said stay on standby— 
It may be better if it looks like a good 
idea for you to be there if you can just 
be available because I may want you to 


> 


- {but the plan-is that he will meet’ first 
; with Silbert and review what he is go- 


ing to say and then Silbert will take 


‘him to the grand jury. Now, the kind 


of a deal—first—Jeb said I did not ask 
for immunity—I did not feel I was en- 
titled to it. He said the reason that I 
tell everything is because they are going 
to get it anyway. They have witnesses 
on witnesses now and there is no rea- 
son for me to be quiet because they’ve 
got everything anyhow. 

P. How does he know that? Did Sil- 
bert tell him? H. I guess Silbert told his 
lawyers. P. Uh, huh. 

H: It is a damn good prosecuting law- 
yer like Silbert to get a key witness to 
tumble, but— 

P. Immediately? 

H. Sure, they’ve got the facts. They 
may not be able to prove them, but 
they’ve got them. Magruder is set to 
give them the proof, He says, “The only 
thing I gain out of this is the hope that 
I don’t go up for all the counts they’ve 
got me.” He says, “They’ve got me for 
six or eight counts perjury, two counts 
of conspiracy and two counts of ob- 
struction of justice assentially, and that 
ends up with sentences of 135 to 160 
years in jail.” He says my lawyers feel 
that if I open up on this and they have 
had discussion—they haven’t made a 
deal apparently with Silbert — as to 
what they will do, that he has been 
told the way the process will work is 
that he will give his information and 


-they will determine from the informa- 
tion what counts they will seek to indict 
him on. They will then take him before 
the grand jury and go forward with 

, grand-jury indictments on ‘a_ limited 

-number of counts and they will try to 
work on cooperation and that sort of 
stuff to lighten his load and he will 

. then plead guilty on all counts. He will 

‘not stand trial. He will not testify in 
public court. He will only testify to the 
grand jury and whatever they bring as 
indictments he will take guilty pleas on 

‘and go to jail. 


- Magruder Showed Strength 
P. It isn’t a fair trial, is it? H. He 


‘. told me that whole thing in a broken 


voice and showed more strength than 

I thought he had, to be perfectly frank. 
_He obviously groped his way through in 
- his own mind. 

P. It is'terribly hard. H. It is awfully 
hard, particularly if you are very sharp. 
P. You don’t know what is involved— 

H. He understands it. He said the 
other thing that-you have to under- 
stand, Bob, is that this whole thing is 
going down the drain. He said every- 
body is going to crumble. At this point 
I would suspect these lawyers have 
talked to each other, He said LaRue, 

‘everybody involved here, is going to 
blow, with the exception of John— 

P. Mitchell? ; 

H. Unfortunately, I had this conver- 
sation just as John Mitchell was driv- 
ing up the driveway—1 held Mitchell— 
had him go up to John Ehrlichman’s 
office but then Ehrlichman heard all 
of this before he went in to Mitchell. 
Jeb has not told Mitchell of his decision 
yet—he said, I want to make my de- 
cision and then my lawyers are work- 
ing it out with Silbert this morning 
and then my next step is to tell John 
Mitchell which I want to do. 

P. How the hell can John Mitchell 
deny it? He was right on the [intelli- 
gible] spot. ; 

H. Jeb says unfortunately I will to a 
degree implicate John Dean and to pos- 
sibly to some degree Bart and I hate 
to do it, but he said where I am now 
‘there is nothing—I can’t pull any 
punches. He said there is no way that 
anything I do will get to you. 

P. John will have to testify [unintel- 
ligible]. ; 

H. Well, John Dean—that doesn’t 
trouble me—I don’t think it troubles 
Dean—where he gets John Dean is on 
his attendance at those meetings. 

P. That meeting Saturday night? 

H. No—the problem there is that 
the discussion at those meetings clear- 
ly and specifically did involve bugging. 

P, Oh, Dean never denied it as ft 
has turned out. That’s John Dean’s 
stand—but what about the aftermath? 
Does the aftermath held on Dean? H, I 
don’t think Magruder knows about the 
aftermath. : 

P. Where does he get to Gordon 


. Strachan? H. He says he gets Gordon 


on— P. Sending material to him— H. 


- He still implies at least that Gordon 


knew about it before you know—he 
knew everything they did. Larry tells 
me he did not. 


P He will testify that he sent ma- 
terials to the White House? H. If he 
is asked, he will, yes. P. He’ll be asked 
—is that something he will say he 
sent to the White House. What would 
Strachan say? 


Strachan’s Explanation 


H. Strachan hag no problem with 
that. He will say that after the fact 
there are materials that I can now sur- 
mise were what he is referring to but 
they were not at the time identified 
in any way as being the result of wire- 
taps and I did not know they were.-They 
were amongst tons of stuff. Jeb makes 
the point. He said, I am sure Gordon 
never sent them to Bob because they 
were all trash. There was nothing in 
them. He said the tragedy of this whole 
thing is that it produced nothing. 

P, Who else did he send reports to— 
Mitchell? H. I don’t know. The thing I 
got before was that he sent them either 
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April 14, 1973 
(2:24-3:55 P.M.) 


The President,. Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman, 
Oval Office 


P. All finished? E. Yes, sir. He’s an 
innocent man in his heart and in his 
mind and he does not intend to move 
off that position. He appreciated the 
message of the good feeling between 
you and him. 3 

P. He got that, huh? E. He appreciated 
m vs 

D How did you get him here? Give 
us a little chapter and verse. E. Well, 
I started out by saying that the subject 
was so difficult for you to talk to him 


’ personally about that you had asked me 


to—that one went to him and one — 


went to Strachan. 

P. What our problem there is if 
they claim that the reports came to 
the White House—basically to your of- 
fice—what will you say then? H. They 
can,.This doesn’t ever have to come 
out. P. I know, but they will ask it in 
the grand jury. 

Hit Bey do ask it in the grand 
jury—the grand jury is secret. The 
only way it will come out is if they 
decide to indict Strachan and put him 
up for trial. He, Jeb, is totally con- 
vinced that they have no interest in 
Strachan at all—and they have all this 
stuff. And I can.see how they feel— 
Strachan is like a secretary—he is use- 
ful as a witness. P. [Unintelligible.] 

H. Yeah, he implies—or has in ear- 
lier stuff—he doesn’t now directly. He 
doesn’t say anything now directly—but 
did in the earlier stuff that Strachan 
knew about it beforehand. That 
Strachan knew they were bugging the 
Watergate, Strachan says he didn’t. Jeb 
has implied a lot of things that I know 
aren’t true, but I know that a lot of 
things that other people are saying aren’t 
true so I would have no idea whether 
he believes now that—one of the prob- 
lems Jeb has is that he’s not sure what 
is true at this point. 

P. He tells you this? ; 

H. He tells me that he is sorry about 
this because it will probably hurt Dean 
and it may hurt Bart. You see that 
is the kind of thing—you know—from 
his judgment—he is looking at things 
a little different now. : . 

[Material not related to Presidential 
actions deleted.] 

P. Has anything come out yet—some- 
thing implies that there are copies of 
a bill from the Watergate to the White 
House or not or has that not been 
said? He could have had—but I sup- 
pose not [intelligible]. 

H. I am sure that it is the thing that 
follows—all of them had access to 
everything — involvement — implica- 
tion is clearly there. 

P. Everybody is sure to try to get 


to do this. 

P. What did you next say? 

E. That you had me doing this, That 
I had presented you with a set of con- 
clusions that were admittedly hearsay, 
but that pointed in the direction of his 
ex-soldier and Jeb’s and other people 
and that you were having me systemat- 
ically talk to these people because in 
the course of this investigation we had 
discovered a frame of mind on the part 
of some people that they should stand 
mute in order to help the President, 
and that your sense was that the Pres- 
idency was not helped by that, and 
that it was not my purpose to tell any- 


‘body what he should do, but only to 


tell him that as far as your view of the 
interest of the Presidency were con- 
cerned, that they were not served by 
a person standing mute for that reason 
alone, 

Now, there might be plenty of rea- 
sons why a person might want to stand 
mute to put the Government out to 
prove it. And that wasn’t the question. 
Then he said, “Well, what you say to 


| me is that the President is reserving 


in the act now. I see a message here | 


from Steve that John [unintelligible] 
had thought about the Watergate and 


had some ideas he would like to pass | 


along. 


to me all my options,” and I said, “Of 
course he is, John. The only thing that 
he doesn’t want you to feel is that you 
don’t have the option of going in and 
copping, if you want to do so. You have 


completely every option to go in or not 


to go in.” 

And he said, well, he appreciated that, 
but he had not been taking the position 
he had. for the reason that he thought 
he was necessarily helping or hurting 
the Presidency, but he said, “You know, 
these characters pulled this thing off 
without my knowledge.” He said, “I 
never saw Liddy for months at a time.” 
And he said, “I didn’t know what they 
were up to and nobody was more sur- 
prised than I was. We had this meet- 
ing,” and he lobbed mud balls at the 
White House at every opportunity. It 
was very interesting how he dragged it 
in. One after the other. 

But first he said, “There were these 
meetings. These characters came over 
to my office and Liddy put on this 
million-dollar presentation which was 
perfectly ridiculous, The origin of that, 
of course, was in the White House, 
where Bob Halderman and I talked 
about something called the Operation 


Sandwedge that was really the grand- 
father of this whole thing.” He said, 
“Of course, that was never put to- 
gether because we couldn’t get the right 
people to do it.” They were talking 
about Joe Woods and people of that 
kind and so he said, “It never hap- 
pened.” 


P. What is Operation Sandwedge? 

H. He is right. Jack Caulfield came 
up with that back in 1971, said we 
need some fellows to set up our. own 
detail. 

E. So then he went on to say that 
there were only those meetings—he 
is still hung up on there were only 
three meetings. He made it very clear 
to me that he did never believe there 
was a fourth meeting. He said that, of 
course. 

H. He wasn’t in the fourth meeting, 
John. There was no fourth meeting as 
far as he was concerned. 


Meeting Doubted 


E. No, no, but he didn’t refer to 
three or four, he referred to the meet- 


' ings themselves. He argues that there 


werd en 


was no meeting after the million-dol- 
lar meeting. 

H. Well, it wasn’t that way. 

E. Right. That is the sense of what he 
was saying. I didn’t press him on it - 
and I tried to play him with kid gloves. 
I never asked him to tell me anything. 
He just told me all this stuff. He says 
that actually Magruder is going to 
have a problem with all of this because 
Dean talked Magruder into saying the ° 
wrong things to the grand jury, and 
so Magruder’s got a problem. 

P. My God, Mitchell was there? 
E. Yep. 

P. Is that Dean they are referring to? 
E. Sure. H. Sure. 

P. Mitchell was there when Dean 
talked him into saying the wrong 
thing? 

E. or H. That’s what he says. That 
is what Mitchell says. 

P. What does Dean say about it? 

E. Dean says it was Mitchell and 
Magruder. It must have been the quiet- 
est meeting in history; everybody’s ver- 
sion is that the other two guys talked— 
P. Go ahead. ‘ 

E. Well it goes on like; that. His 


. characterization of all this is that he 
was a very busy man, that he wasn’t 


keeping track of what was going on 
at the committee—that this was 
engendered as a result of Hunt and 
Liddy coming to Colson’s: office and 
getting Colson to make a phone call 
to Magruder and that he, Mitchell, was 
Just not aware that all that happened 
until Van Shumway brought Liddy into 
Mitchell’s office sometime in June and 
that’s the first he had knowledge of 
it. It was much later in the conver- 
sation before— 

H, Before the discovery? 

E. I don’t know. r don’t know. You 
can listen to it. I've got it taped. For- 
give me, But in any event, much Jater 
I said that the grand jury; or the 
U.S. Attorney, felt that they had John 
wired. And he said, “Well, what pos- 
sible evidence could they have to feel 
that way?” : 


P, John Dean or John Mitchell? 

E, John Mitchell. Weill, I said I un- 
derstand that one version of the fact 
is that Magruder brought you a memo 
with a number of targets on it, and 
that you checked off the targets that 
you wanted. And he said, “Why noth- 
ing could be further from the truth 
than that.” 

P. That was John Dean’s version. 
H. That’s right. P. That’s what he said 
to Mitchell, H. Right. Then what Mitchell 
said to me was that he did not—he 
said I checked—tI signed off on it. 

P. Go ahead. H.I said you mean 
you initialed it and he said no. 

E. Then I said they had testimoney 
saying Hunt and Liddy, having a con- 
versation, and Liddy saying to Hunt, 
“Yes, I know how you don’t like this 
stuff, but we have to do it because Mr. 
Mitchell insists on it.” He said, “I 
never saw Liddy for five months. From 
February to June, I never laid eyes on 
him.” He said, “I think Liddy is the 
source of a lot of my problems here, 

_ using my name, etc.” So it is very 
much of [unintelligible] thing. He said 
“Tf I am indicted, it is going to be very 
hard but,” he said, “I have to think of 
my reputation. I can’t let people get 
away with this kind of thing,” and he 
said, “I am just going to have to de- 
fend myself every way I can.” He said, 
“Obviously I can’t get a fair trial in 
the city of Washington by any stretch 
of the imagination. We'll just have te 
see how that all comes out.” He said, 
“T am sorry to hear that so much of 
this is going to come to the White 
House because it certainly is not in 
the President’s interest to have all this 
kind of thing come out.” 


Checking on Money 
He made a great point of the $350,- 


000. He says that his recollection—. 


and he said, “You want to check this 
because,” he said, “I am very vague 
on the facts of this.” I told him about 
Strachan, because Strachan used to 
work for him. And I told him that 
Strachan had been, and has to go back 
and correct the $350,000 to $328,000. 
He said, “I wasn’t the only [unintelli- 
gible] for that money.” And I said, 
“Oh?” And he said, “No, you would 
have to check with John Dean on this 
but,” he said, “it is my recollection 
that Dean had Strachan draw other 


money out of that fund for payments 
to these defendants.” I said, “Well, 
that is the first I have heard of that. 
I understood that Strachan had gone 
to Bob and said this fund and Bob had 
said send it back to the committee and 
that Strachan had taken it to LaRue 
as a respresentative of the committee.” 

He said, “Yes, I think that’s the way 
it all went, but not until some of it 
had been tapped by the defendants.” 
And I said, “It was not known to any- 
one over here who was going to re- 
ceive it.” I said, “Was that before the 
money got to LaRue?” And he said, 
“Yes, I am sure it was.” I said, “Well, 
who would know about that because 
I have. never heard that before?” He 
said, “Well, Dean.” So— 


P, The $328,000 is wrong, too, then? 
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E. Well if Mitchell is to be believed, 
that’s right’ that is the inference. But 
you don’t know of any other with- 
drawal do you, Bob? : 

H. Well, I told you the $328 was not 
returned in one trip, but it all went to 
LaRue. P. [Unintelligible.] : 

H. Here is the sequence on that. We 
wanted to get the money back to the 
committee. The committee wouldn’t 
take it. Mitchell wouldn’t let LaRue 
take it. I said give it all back. Mitchell 
said no. Then they got desperate for 
money, and being desperate for money 
took back—I think it was $40,000. That 
is all they would take. I still said: 
“Take it all back, not just a segment 
of it, and made the point that I didn’t 
see what the problem was. If they 
needed money and we wanted to get 
rid of money, it seemed to me it was 
of mutual interest in working it out. 
And that, then, was what happened. 
The balance— 

P. Tell Strachan on Monday that he 
better be clear that he didn’t give— 

. Right. 

* Strachan has testified apparently 
that he gave the whole bundle at once. 

H. No, he wasn’t asked that. 

Pp. He wasn’t asked? : 

H. His testimony in that area is not 
ong. P. Good. , 
“Ee. Now, John kept referring to, using 
the phrase, “protecting the rights of 
people.” One of the ways that he used 
that phrase was in response to my 
question about what he thought I 
ought to do with the information that 
I had collected in the last several 
weeks. And he said, “Well, you have 
to first of all consider the rights of in- 
dividuals.” I said, “Yes. At the same 
time here is the Presidency hindered 
now with a body of hearsay and not 
absolute knowledge. Ah, my inclina- 
tion is to give it to Kleindienst. ; 

And he thought about that awhile 
and he said, “Yes, I guess that is the 
best thing you could do.” I said, Now 
you should know that Kleindienst has 
said that if you in any way get cracked 
in this case that he is going to step 
aside, regardless of the case. I under- 
stand Henry Petersen also will.” And 
I said that “the thing Kleindienst is 
pushing for is a special prosecutor. 
John said, “That would be a grave mis- 
take because it would be subversive 
to ‘the orderly process of justice if 


-every time you had an important case 


you strive to put the matter in an ad 
hoc process.” 

P. Well, I particularly—the present 
prosecutor [unintelligible]. 

E. So I said, “At least, he thought 
he should step aside.” He got a very 
wide smile on his face, and he said, 
“Well, it’s great to have friends, isn’t 


-it?? He says, “Especially the way we 


stuck by them’—meaning the LT.T. 
business, I assume, because of Klein- 
dienst, So that was an interesting little 
aside. He said, “I would be very grate-~ 
ful if you would all kind of -keep me 
posted,” and I said, “Fine.” He knew 
that we were talking to Chappie Rose. 
I told him no decision had been made 
about a special counsel, but we were 


inclined not to appoint a special prose- | 


cutor, that you were— 
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P. He doesn’t mind a special counsel? 

E. He thinks it is a good ideal to have 
a special counsel. He suggested that 
maybe the special counsel should be the 
one to go talk to Kleindienst, rather than 
somebody from the White House staff. 

P. Pll be darned. 

E. And so that was his only reaction 
to that. I told him again that I thought 
he ought to be represented, and that 
Paul O’Brien was now a target of this 
grand jury and that I thought he really 
had to think about getting representa- 
tion. He said he had given it a lot of 
thought, but that he didn’t think that 
he would want to make a change yet. 
He thought he would wait and see how 
O’Brien got along. 


O’Brien’s Role as Lawyer 


H. Which confirms he considers 
O’Brien to be his attorney. E. Right. 
H. That’s interesting. : 

E. He asked me how he was involved; 
what I heard about the prosecutor’s 
view of Mitchell’s involvement in the 
obstruction -of justice suit. I said that I 
really had not been able to find any- 
body who was in a fishing net, who 
really went to a defendant and said, 
“Don’t talk” or so and so. And he said, 
“Well I really wonder if you ever will, 
other than their lawyers.” He said, “My 
impression of this is that they are the 
ones who are worried about their fees 
and who will really be coming to us 
rather than for any of us going to them 
to bring about a change in testimony. As 
a matter of fact,” he said, “the same 
that—” 

H. Dean has been saying that all 
along. He said, “The thing—that we 
were talking to Dean about,” he says, 
“I wasn’t really worried about what they 
testified to. I was worried about what 
they would say to the press.” 

H. Exactly what Hunt made the chal- 
lenge. E. Yep. 

H. But somehow Dean doesn’t see 
that that way. . 

E. Well, we’ve got to talk to him 
some more. He, Mitchell, did not men- 
tion Martha at all and I didn’t raise it. 
That was just not even in the conversa- 
tion. I told him that the only way that 
I knew he was mentioned, insofar as the 
aftermath was concerned, was that from 
time to time he would send Dean over 
saying, “Hey, we need money for this,” 
and he said, “Who told you that?” And 
I said, “Well, John, that is common 
knowledge, and Dean will know that 
you told him that.” I said, “Dean has 
not been subpoenaed, He has not testi- 
fied and, as a matter of fact, the way 
they are proceeding down there, it looks 
like they are losing interest in him.” I 
said this to John because I wanted him 
to be impressed with the fact that we 
were not jobbing him. 

P. Oh, I get the point. Now does he 
know that Magruder is going to confess? 

E. I said that in the course of calling 
to invite people to come talk with me 
today, and I indicated that there were 
more than two, that the persons who 
called was told that Dean intended— 
pardon—that Magruder intended to 
make a clean breast of it and that was 
first party information and very reliable, 


and that that would tend to begin to 
unravel the saint from the sinner in 
both directions, And he agreed with 
that. Now he said, “Which version is 
it that Magruder is going to testify to? 
Is it the one that he gave Bob and me 
in Bob’s office, or is it some other 
version?” 

H. That’s not true. E, I said— 

P. What was the version he gave 
Bob? Was it another version? 


E. Well, let me tell you what Mitchell 


said. It was another gigging of the 
White House. He said, “You know in 
Bob’s office, Magruder said that Halde- 
man had cooked this whole thing up 
over here at the White House and—” 

P. Had he said that? E. Well, that is 
what he said,-and that he had been sort 
of — 

P. Now wait a minute. Your conver- 
sation with Mitchell is the one where— 

H. I’ve got my notes on it. P. Where 
Mitchell [unintelligible] is one where— 


Mitchell does—its good you have the’ 


notes, too, but— 
. E. Mitchell’s theory— 
P. Whatever his theory is, let me say, 


one footnote, is that throwing off on, 


the White House won’t heip him one 
damn bit. 

E. Unless he can peddle the theory 
that Colson and others were effectively 
running the committee through Ma- 
gruder and freezing him out of the 
operation, which is kind of the story 
line he was giving me. 

H. Did he include me in the others? 
E, Yep. H. That I was freezing him out 
of the operation? 

E. That you, in other words — he 
didn’t say this baldly or flatly, but he 
accumulated a whole bunch of things: 


its Colson, Dean and Bob working with - 


Magruder, and that was sort of the way 
the line went. 

P. No. The White House wasn’t run- 
ning the campaign committee. 

H. He’s got an impossible problem 
with that, The poor guy is pretty sad 


if he gets up there and says that. It is ° 
a problem for us, there is no question ' 


about it, but there is no way he can 
prove it. 

E. He had a very, very bad tremor— 

P. He has always had it. 

E. Well, I have never noticed it as 
bad as this. 


P. So, you’ve done your [unintelig- | 


ible]. 


H. The next question is whether you. 


gee Magruder or not-and you are now 


set to see him at 4 o’clock, and if you. 
are going to cancel him, why don’t you: 


do it right now. 

E. I see no purpose in seeing him. 

P. Why because Magruder is aware of 
the fact that— 


H. Magruder is already going to do . 


what John is going to tell him to do, so 
we now know— 


P. Our purpose, as I understood it— , 


what I mean Bob, was for making a 
record. ; 

E. All right. For that purpose maybe I 
should. Maybe what I should do— 

H. Ask him to tell you what he told 
me, and then you say, “Good,” 

P. We would like to get the hell what 
he is going to say. E. All right, all right. 
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P. I would particularly like to get 
what the hell he is going to say about 
Strachan. E. Allright. — 

P. You could say, “Look, Jeb, I have 
to conduct this investigation on the 
White House. “Tell me what you are go- 
ing to say.” If he says Strachan knows, 
ask him how he knows he knows. E. 
All right. . 

P, You could say, “Look, Jab, I have 
to conduct this investigation on the 
White House, “Tell me what you are 
going to say.” If he says Strachan 
knows, ask him how he knows he knows. 
E. All right. 

P. Do you think we should ask him 
that or do you not want to dig him on 
that? H. That’s O.K. 

- E. Once he tells me he intends to go 
forward to tell the truth, he has nothing 
to lose in talking to me. 

P. Without guiding or leading him, 


‘you can at least maybe get that out 


tonight. H. Well, his lawyer will be 
there. E. Right. 


Mention of Strachan 


P. The other thing is what about—of 
course, you realize that if he says some- 
thing about Strachan then of course 
that puts an obligation on us to do 
something about Strachan doesn’t it? 

E. Well at least to corroborate it or 
investigate it or go forward on it. 

H. Question, John— 

E. Well, if it ends up that way, why 
then you have a sort of a dog fight. 

H. Let me say this. I don’t think Jeb 
wants to hang Strachan. I think Jeb is 
worried about the fact that in going 
‘through this, he is going to reveal things 
that will implicate Strachan. That is the 
same kind of thinking as Strachan and 
Chapin, who were both very concerned 
about getting me into the Segretti thing. 


In other words, they see any involve- . 


ment, any mentioning of the name as. 


being a problem. 

P. Yeah. ‘ 

H. I don’t think Jeb sees it or under- 
stands the question of whether he really 
got Strachan in or not, and I am not 
sure how far he intends to go with 
Strachan. E. He didn’t say, didn’t really 
make it clear? . : 

H. No. He just said unfortunately this 
whole thing is going to come up and if 
it comes up, Bob—I said, “What is the 
problem with Gordon?” And he said, 
“Well, I don’t know. That depends on 


‘what other people say.” 


. P. Other people, you mean like a 


secretary, you mean, or someone like . 


that? H. Could be. 
P. Typing a memorandum. To a de- 


gree I think one of the nice things in © 


Strachan’s case is the—the other possi- 
bility, of course, would be—maybe they 
are very likely, they might do this Bob, 
that they are going to ask the question, 
“Who told you to do this Jeb, or Mr. 
Magruder?” . 


H. He stoutly denied that Strachan ” 


told him to do it. Larry brought back 
the exact story that he insists— 

P. What about the Colson [unintelligi- 
ble]. E. He says that he is going to have 
to hurt Mitchell. H. He says, “The ones 


I am going to hurt is Mitchell, and to 
some degree, John Dean and maybe 
Gordon. 

P. He’s obviously thought _ this 
through. Isn’t it worthwhile to find our 
—I think we owe it ourselves to find 
out about John Dean, for example, what 
he—now understand that he thinks [un- 
ce this is true from [unintelligi- 

ej. 
H. All right. E. I think that’s right. 
This is probably a golden opportunity - 
in a way. . 

P. Right. To find out—let me put it 
this way: You’ve got to find out what 
the hell he is going to say. [Unintelligi- 
ble] which is frightening to me, [unintel-: 
ligible] rather than [unintelligible]. H. 
Right. nd 

P. The interesting thing is—did Bob_ 
tell you?—are you prepared to say that. 
he says that he, Magruder, says they ~ 
will indict him and not Mitchell? That’s 
a hard damn think. Isn’t that what you: 
told me, Bob? Bob, didn’t you tell me- 
that? : 
H. No. He said, “Everybody is going” 
to fall on this.” He wasn’t meaning 
indictments, He was meaning going to. 
talk. P, Oh. ; 

H. Himself, LaRue, everybody is going 
to drop but John. He didn’t mean that 
Mitchell was going to. be indicted. 
E. That’s correct. : 

H. He meant that Mitchell was the 
only one to who was going to continue 
to hard-line, because everybody else had 
given up. And that is why he has given 
up. His point is that his keeping quiet 
now or lying now serves no purpose 
because all it is going to do is get him 
on a perjury count as well as every- 
thing else. If he can clean up anything 
he can live with himself better. He faced 
the fact that he has had it. 

P. Uh-uh. So that means LaRue, 
O’Brien. Is that right? ; 

H. Depends on how far they go, 
E. That’s right. 

H. Jeb doesn’t know—I don’t think. 
—much about that. 

P. It’s under cover. They'll push him. . 
I think he can put up a pretty good . 
fight on the thing, don’t you? H. I 
would think so. i 

P. If they indict him, it is going. 
to be a damn hard case to prove.. 
You've got to prove motive there, don’t 
you, John? 


‘Don’t Know What Law Is’ 


E. Yes. Dean argues that in a con- 
spiracy such as they are trying to build 
they may not have to prove the ‘same. 
kind of [unintelligible] of some of the 
participants but only that they were in 
it. I would have to read the cases. I 
just don’t know what the law is. 

P. Of course, you've got there the 
defendants. They’re the same way, too. 
H. That’s right. 

P. In fact, the key witness there 
is Hunt. . 

E, Well there are the defendants and 
the defendants’ lawyer, Bitman. 

P, Hunt and Bitman. Hunt is to tes- 
tify tomorrow. 


E. My guess is that a fellow like 
Bitman has probably negotiated immun- 
ity for himself, and has— 

H. Dean strongly feels they wouldn’t 
give it to him. P. They would H. Will 
not 

E. He is going to tell them about a 
lot of conversations he had with a lot 
of people. P. Bitman is? E. Yeah. 

P. Do we know that? ; 

E. I don’t know that but I know, for 
‘Instance, that Bitman had a conversa- 
tion with Colson that was a Watergate 
conversation. And I know what Colson 
says about it—that he was brilliant 
and adroit, avoided any— ; : 

H. And he says Bitman’s recollec- 
tions of it would be exactly the same. 
as Colson’s—his recollection of the spe- 
cific conversation—but he says Bitman 

may draw conclusions from: it. 

'  —P, This is the clemency conversa- 
tion? And his conclusion would be that 
he felt the President had offered clem- 
ency? 

H. No. His conclusion he, Colson, 
will have Hunt out by Christmas. He 
says you know what kind of pull I 
have at the White House. I will be 
able to work that. That’s what he 
would have thought. That by saying— 

P. How does Colson handle that? 
: E, He says he has a paper or 2 memo 
or something that says exactly what he 
said. P. Just a minute. ms 

H. He wrote a memorandum of the 
conversation immediately after the con- 
versation, That’s all it is—his side of the 

story. 

P. You don’t think this would lead to 
an indictment of Colson, do you? E. I 
don’t know. Dean thinks everybody in, 
the place is going to get indicted. 


Looking at the Worst * 


H. They're all doing the same thing. 
Look, Dean said just looking at the: 
worst possible side of the coin that you~ 
could make a list of everybody who in 
some way is technically indictable in 
the cover-up operation. And that list 
includes, in addition to Mitchell, Halde- 
man, Ehrlichman, Colson, Dean— 

P, Because they all discussed it? 

H. Strachan, Kalmbach, Kalmbach’s. 
go-between, Kalmbach’s source, LaRue, 
‘Mardian, O’Brien, Parkinson, Bitman, 
Hunt and you know just to keep wan- 
dering through the impossibles, maybe 
for everybody on that list to take a 
guilty plea and get immediate—what do 
you cali it—-E. Clemency. s 

H. Clemency. That shows you the 
somewhat incredible way of some of 
John Dean’s analytical thinking, E. No 
way. ‘ 

P, It’s a shame. There could be clem- 
ency in this case and at the proper time 
having in mind the extraordinary sen- 
tences of Magruder, etc., etc., but you 
know damn well it is ridiculous to talk 
about clemency. They all knew that. 
Colson knew that. I mean when you~ 
talked to Colson and he talked to me. © 

'E. The Magruder thing is 4 o’clock 

and it is still on. H. I think I have to 

go confirm it. te wa 
E. All right. Now the question is": 

_ whether I ought to get hold of Klein-” 
dienst for, say, 5 o’clock, and get this 
thing all wrapped up. 4 


a an 
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P. Have you determined it should be 
Kleindienst rather than Silbert? 

E, Yeah, Dean’s right about that, I am 
sure. P. How do you know? : 

E. I asked him for his advice on this. 
He said Silbert would ask you to wait 
a minute and he would stop out of the 
room and he would come back to get 
you and walk you right into the grand 


jury. 

; P. Oh. E. And you see, he doesn’t dare 
handle a communication like that per- 
sonally from the standpoint of the later 
criticism. He says the better out would 
be to go to Kleindienst, who will prob- 
ably step aside and refer you to Dean. 
Dean would in turn say to Henry Peter- 


sen, “They have done this litle investi-- 


gation over at the White House. They 
have collected a-bunch of hearsay. 
There doesn’t seem to be much new, 
but they’ve got it there if anybody 
wants it.” Petersen would in turn inform 
Silbert, who would say, “I’ve got more 
than I can handle here now. We'll wait 
and interview that guy later.” 

P, The: purpose in doing this is what? 

£. The purpose of doing it is— 

P. The White House has conducted 
an investigation and has turned it over 


to the grand jury. 


E. Turned it over to the Justice De- 


"partment. ~ 


P. Before the indictments, E. Right. 

P. How much are you going to put 
out? 

E. I think I would let them drag it 
out of me in a way. I don’t know, I 
just really. haven’t thought that part 
through. 

P. Because if they say why did the 


‘White House wait for Justice Depart- 


ment to do all. this— 

E. Did the White House know is 
probably ‘the way this would in turn 
come. P. Yes, as a matter of fact. ~ 

E. We had been at work on this for 
some tinie. President first ordered it. 

P. Independent investigation. E. Need- 
ed it known. . 

P. I had ordered an independent in- 
vestigation at the time McCord had 


‘something to say. Right. E. All right. 


P. At that time you conducted an 
investigation. 


Tentative Conclusions Only 


‘E. And that a—at the time I was 
ready to report to you my tentative 
conclusions, and they were no more 
than that. You felt that they were suf- 
ficiently serious—well, you felt that 
one overriding aspect of the report was 
that some people evidently were hang- 
ing back feeling that they. were some- 
how doing the President a favor. That 
the President had me personally trans- 
mit to them his views that this ought 
to be a complete open thing—that may 
Or may not have played some part in— 


P. Jeb Magruder’s subsequent dis- 
- closures to the grand jury? : 


E. In any event, rather than for us 
simply to hold the information in the 
White House, we turned it over to the 
Justice Department for whatever dis- 
position they wanted to make of it. 

P, If Mitchell is indicted here, you 
think he is going to be convicted? 

E. Yeah, I think so. I can’t guarantee 


“Ge but I would be amazed once Mag- 


; Tuder goes in there, 


P. Well, that only one man. E. Well, 
that jis plenty. P. Is it? E. Oh yes, sir. 
P. What about the law? E. Well, with 


| all the other stuff they’ve got, they— 


P. All the other stuff they’ve got? 
E. They have a way of corroborating— 


P, All right. So let’s go down the: 


road, If Mitchell is indicted, when do 


' you think this is going to happen? With 


Magruder going in today, it could come 
sooner. : 

E. Could be. Could be, although 
Dean feels it will not be before May 
15th at the earliest, and now with the 
glut of. people coming in, it may be 
even later than that. _ 

P. Because they want to.make a 
show, E. They wilf want to do it all 
at once. 


Steward Yes, sir? P. I will have some 


consommé. 

E. I might have Dick and Jeb come 
over at 5 o’clock. P. Yeah. 

E. And tell them what we have 
done, tell them that I will reduce the 
report to typewriting, which it is not 
now, a 
H. He could. probably be over sooner 
if you wanted him. He is at his law- 
yer’s office. ; 


E. Why don’t we do it as soon as . 


we can? H. 3:30? | 
E..No sense of sitting around here. 


| Make it 3:30. It looks like we always 


have a drum on the lawn when. these 
things are going on. We had a band 


i‘ out there when Hickel came in. 


H. Oh, really? Would you check Jeb 
and see if they—why not have it held 
here? E, Yes, sir. ae" 

P. What is the situation then with 
Mitchell? Undoubtedly, he will have a 
change of venue? H. If he could come 
at 3:30 it might be even better. Here. 

E. Well, I think he would have may- 


‘be a better chance of getting a judge 
‘in a different venue—concerning the 


witnesses—than he would certainly 
here in Washington who would feel the 
political heat of letting the Senate go 
on. I don’t know how to calculate that. 
That’s— It’s'a good question. I mean, 
you would have to have it in a place 
like Missoula, Montana. 


A National Story 


P..It is a national story. 
H. Place like Pascagoula, Mississippi, 
might even be better. E. Yeah, that 


would be better. Miami would be a 
pleasant place for it. P. With you here, 
-you men and Dean, without building 


stars—well, we have a pretty big bag. 

H. Right. [unintelligible] his opinion 
is that they will not reach him. He 
does not think he is a target and he 


‘doesn’t think he will be. He thinks he 


might be but he doesn’t think he will 
and if he’s not, that means they are 
just going to be targeting on the White 
House. . 

E. Well, I am not so sure of that. 

H. That’s right. He said they may be 


- after bigger targets. 


E. Yeah. The same names are kind 
of pealing off, like yours truly. 

H. Yep. I think he is trying to get 
attention with that, John. | 

E. He does believe me. 

P. I don’t think though—as a matter 
@f fact I can’t see that. John Dean has 


said that we all have to keep our 
thinking in perspective, but the poten- 
tial relationship Magruder had with 
John is nothing compared to Dean’s. 
He sat in on the damn meetings. 


A Messenger Role 


H. That’s right. As however even at 
a somewhat higher level—if he can 
establish himself in a similar role as 
that of Gordon Strachan—~and say 


that he was merely a messenger, a: 


conduit, an agent... ; < 

E. Boy, Mitchell sure doesn’t agree 
with that. I assume Mitchell 
never testify. THat would be my as- 
sumption. 


H. Well one thing that you know we 
haven’t talked about, but I am sure” 


you have thought through, and I have 
talked to him and told him I was re- 
porting to the President, is that the 
outcome of the Magruder thing is that 
there will never be any published 
Magruder testimony. E. That’s right. 

H. So the question of what Magrud- 
er’s testimony. amounts to is only— 

E. That’s not right, Bob. He will be 
indicted and he will plead guilty and 
be sentenced. H. That’s right. 

E. Then he is available so the com- 
mittee or to the court as a witness in 
somebody else’s case. P. Oh, He is? 

E. He will be brought in his prison 
denims, change into a business suit 
and be put on the stand. P. Oh. 
H. Really? E. Sure. ' : 

H. Why doesn’t he take the Fifth 
on additional possible self-incrimina- 
tion? E. He’s already been doing it. 


’ Story Coming Out 


H. [Unintelligible] must go on any- 

way. This stuff wasn’t hanging on any 
of those things anyway and we just 
have to face that fact that whatever 
the: story is it is going to be out any- 
way. : 
E. They will have the entire story 
out, plus probably two other stories 
that two other guys make up. 
H. That’s right. E. And that anything 
and everything that is said will be -be- 
lieved. H. And at least some of which 
will be enormously damaging to us. 

E. There would no way— H. Not 


provable, but damaging— E. No way’ 


to deny it. P. It is terrible when they 
get such a big bag. H. Yep. ; 

P. What does all this mean with re- 
gard to the—our posture here? Would 
you say let’s take the gaff? H.,No, or do 
you deny it? . 

P. And cooperating with the commit- 
tee and so forth. You are now looking 


at another month of it. 
H. I don’t think we should take that 


chance, See if we can—a_ month or 
more. 


P. I don’t want to. I don’t want to, - 


Bob, you see the point. I don’t want to 
cooperate with the committee unless I 
could get a resolution of the entire Re- 
publican caucus in the Senate. We can’t 
do that. [Unintelligible] based on the 
[unintelligible] situation. Do you not 
agree? ; 

H. Well, I don’t know, but I think 


wiil - 
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what happened there— 

E. Look, what should I say to Ervin 
and Baker on Monday? 

P. That’s exactly why I am raising 
this point. i 

E. One thing, it’s a live actors’ show. 
I think Magruder and Mitchell and 
others— 

H.-If they show up at the Senate— 

E. Will not be witnesses at the Ervin 
hearings. , 

P. They will not? You just told me a 
moment ago that they could be witness- 
es at the trial. 

E.. Well,. they can but the point is 
that—after the trial and their sentenc- 
ing. P. Yeah.-Of Mitchell. . 

E. They could be subpoenaed. P. Yeah. 


E, And they would be delivered up to_ 


the committee. 

P,. But by that. you. mean until 
Mitchell.is tried they can’t be. 

E. That’s right. Until they stand 
trial, well, it would prejudice their 
rights. 

P. Not only they—but he’s already 
—pled guilty. : 

FE, Ah. Well then Magruder could be a 
witness after he’s been sentenced. If he 
wanted to be and— 

P, Wanted to be? 


‘Tricky Point’ - 


E, Here’s-the tricky point. Whether 
or not Ervin can grant immunity to 
someone who has been sentenced and 
is serving a sentence is something that I 
don’t know, whether that would make 
any difference or not. I have no doubt 
that a judge can, but I don’t know 
whether the Senate can. I think Ervin’s 
best bet is to suspend as soon as these 
indictments are announced. If he were 
smart that’s what he’d do, and then 


. just let this thing [unintelligible] and 
_ then come around afterwards and punch 


up places that they missed. Just go 
around the battlefield and get the Croix 
de Guerre. ; 

P. Well, after they get through, this 
—this kind of indictment— there isn’t 
going to be that much gas in the Ervin 
committee. I mean, they'll go ahead, 
but I mean they'll say well, now, what 
the hell. Still Segretti—too small. [Un- 
intelligible.] 

E. Just take the leavings. P. What? 

E. He gets the leavings. That's all. 

H. They'll delve into it because their 
whole pitch is that this isn’t the Water- 
gate. It’s the.use, the misuse, of money 
and all that sort of stuff. They’re going 
to run that money [unintelligible] down. 
Where did it come from. E. Yeah. 

H. Where did it go? E. Mitchell said, 
incidentally— ‘ 

P. ([Unintelligible] million dollars? 
H. Weil, yeah. . 

E. Mitchell said that we should take 
great care to establish that 350 came 
from the pre’-72 campaign money. 
H. Right. 

E. I asked, “Any questions in your 
mind about that?” And he said, “No. 
My impression is that that is where it 
came from,” but he said, “Maury Stans 
and Herb Kalmbach spent a week to- 
gether trying to tie all these funds down 
as tie source and that’s a big loose 
end.” 4 j 

P. Well, you better—let’s get that 


one. Well, there’s no question about 
that, was there, Bob? H. Not in my 
mind. E, Weil, but you see Maury and 
Herb— : 

H. Was that, there was—well, [un- 
intelligible] the question was how much 


of it would we set aside. [Unintelligible] 
to three-fifty. E. Maury— 

P. [Unintelligible] over here? Maury? 

H. No, Gordon Strachan went over 
there and got it. Well, either Sloan 
brought it over here or Strachan went 
over there, I’m not sure which. 
Strachan took delivery from Sloan. 

P, [Unintelligible] this was before the 
campaign started, in other words? 
H. April sixth. P. April sixth? E. That 
may make a problem. P. After the 
date of— 

H. The day before the seventh. 
P. [Unintelligible] it was April 7th. But 
it was [unintelligible] before. ; 

E. Yeah, it was cash that had been 
—John [unintelligible] but John implied 
that they had bigger problems and that 
they had to use this money to make 
up shortages someplace else or some- 
thing. I don’t know. He didn’t get into 
all this, but he said—- —- 

H. They never told me that. E. They 
had problems’ with making their ac- 
countings all come. out even—Kalm- 
bach and Stans. 


Thought Sum Was Intact 


H. Kalmbach assured me all the time 
that the cash from 70 was intact, ex-. 
cept for some that we knew had been 
used. But what was intact was—there 
was supposedly about two million. 
What was intact was about a million- 


“six and the question—there was way 


more than three-fifty, in other words. 
Many times that. And the question was 
how much of that million-six — and. 
they convinced me that you won’t want: 
a million-six—or it could have been 
restored to two million [unintelligible], 
but you don’t want:that because under 
the new laws and everything there is 
no way that you could find to spend 
it. There isn’t that much stuff you 
can spend on that wouldn’t be trace- 
able. And so somehow a figure of 
three-fifty was negotiated as being a 
reasonable figure that might be, you 
know, would cover what might come 
up that wouldn’t be impossible and 
wouldn’t put exactly a hole in the 
campaign. So it was [unintelligible]. 
That was money that was not really—- 

P. Didn’t belong to the committee? 

H. Belonged to the committee. What 
happened really is that it did. We made 
a contribution to the committee. 

E. Yeah. That’s what it was. 

H. The friends of Nixon in seventy. 
P. Yeah. 

H. Made a million-three contribution 
to the committee and kept 350 of what 
it had of its carryover funds. 

E. That’s the way to argue that. H. 
That’s the way it was. 

P. I wonder if you'll [unintelligible] 
then—T[unintelligible] I think, Bob. 

H. I can’t reach Magruder. There’s 
no answer [unintelligible] over some- 
thing. If he arrives here they’ll let us 
know. 


P. We better get the other things 
out of the way. I think we’re going to 
be—I don’t want to be hammered— 
- [unintelligible] I don’t want to—I don’t 
[unintelligible] that’s a —that’s just a 
{unintelligible] all» here. We'll take a 
hell of a beating [unintelligible] in the 
next 30 days, a lot of heat, we'll 
take with regard to why we aren't 
appearing, why we aren’t going to ap- 
pear before the committee. Now, how 
do we answer that? Do we answer that ; 
by saying the committee won’t agree | 
to our—to the proper ground rules? | 
Is that correct? 


Don’t Want a Circus | 


E, We say we don’t want to turn it | 
into a circus. We want our testimony 
received in a judicious and probitive 
way. We are willing to have our people 
go, but only under the right circum- 
stances. P. Well. : 

H. You get it by the Kissinger thing _ 
we are releasing the record of your , 
negotiations down channel. P. Yeah. 

H. Simply say that this is what we 
offer. P. Yeah. 

H., We stand ready to meet this offer 
whenever the enemy is willing to talk. 
E. Seriously, ‘ ; 

P. The question would then arise. 

H. Tell ’em we'll resume the bombing. 

E. I think it will probably not in the 
. light of the heat from the grand jury 
and soon... . 

H. I still think you can. Maybe it | 
can’t be done, but.there ought to be a} 
way to turn.the grand _jury thing | 
strongly our way, which is that this 
proves the rightness of the President s 
approach of full cooperation with the 
proper process of justice, which is | 
bringing people, even at the very high- 
est level, to account. 

P, You [unintelligible] cooperation. 
E. Yeah. I think we should do that. 

H. ‘And cooperating on the [unintel- 
ligible]. And the value of that. ; 

P. [Unintelligible] first man out on it 
should not be favored. You understand 
the importance of that and so forth and 
so on, Then I’ve got to [unintelligible] 
and get [unintelligible]. Trying to think 
of how to use you effectively in this 
too, John, is a—— 

E. I have to be—I have to be unwill- 
ing to tell the press what I discovered 
because of the rights of individuals. 
P. Yeah. E. Unless we want to get 
Mitchell and Magruder off, I could sure 
as hell give them an iron-clad defense. 

P. Oh. Oh, I. meant [unintelligible]. 
~. Just don’t defend ’em, huh? P. The 
time the grand jury has indicted. ; 

E. I could prejudice their rights in 
such a way that they could—will never 
get a fair trial. . 

P. I guess you're right. You can’t do 
it. See, Bob, very little you can do [un- 
intelligible] grand jury. E. Well, how 
about a~— 

H. What’s wrong with prejudicing 
their rights? E.- Well, I don’t know, How 
about if I were to do this? H, Get your 
indictment, but you don’t get anybody 
in jail. 

E. I could say that I made a report. 
I could say that I made a deal. I could 
say that you instructed me to do certain 
things. One of the things you instructed 
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me to do was talk to Magruder. Another 
talk to the Attorney General, And I did 


all those things. 
P. And you did, but not Mitchell, 


E. And then I wouldn’t mention who’ 


ie I could say I talked to other peo- 
ple. 

P. “Did you talk to Mr. Mitchell, Mr. 
Ehrlichman?” E. Iam not going to get 
into any other names of any people. 

H. Then why get into Magruder? 
P.’ Cause he's testifying. That’s the only 
difference. I don’t know—you always 
come up with what mot to do to those 
people, 

E. [Unintelligible] right. 


Executive Privilege 


P. Does [unintelligible] know Bob. | 


Aren’t we really sort‘of in a position 
where it would be better to know whose 
[unintelligible] in that damn grand jury. 
At ‘least, pull the [unintelligible] on 
something there. I really think you do. 
And, they’re [unintelligible] happy. It 
seems to me that a hell of a Jot of the 
issue about do something involves our 
inability to [unintelligible] back that 
we're willing to cooperate. That we're 
willing to waive executive privilege and 
keeping our people silent. Now that’s 
what I’m really trying to [unintelligible]. 

‘E. We will get— - 

H. I’ve always heard that that’s the 
right—that’s the, point—that kind of 
argument, “ay . 

P. Is that [unintelligible]. 

H. [Unintelligible] on day plus story. 
P. Yeah. . 

H. The price for which is weeks of— 
P. Disaster. : 

H. Disaster. 

E. But the thing that’s wrong with 
that is that while it’s a one day plus 
story, it’s also the illumination of 90 
days of negative stories. : 

P, Before you ever get there. That’s 
the point. H. And it’s setting up 90 days 
of other negative, more negative stories. 
E. Well, maybe. Maybe. That’s a very 
good question. , 

P. The question is how much more 
negative is there. E. You could have— 


P. Then have the Senators go out and 


characterize it and all that. 
E, You could have peace with honor 


if we could get them to agree, as I be- 
_ lieve they will, that executive privilege 


is reserved at the time of questioning. 

H. They’ve pretty much stipulated . 
that, haven’t they? E. That’s right. | 
P. What do you mean reserved? E. I | 
mean— : 

P. Negotiated? E. No. H. You [un- 
intelligible] regarding the individual 


. question— ; 


E. Right. H. Evaluate privilege as to 


_ appearance. E. Right. 


H. But you also [unintelligible] the 


; merits of each individual question as to 
‘whether it relates to privilege or not 


and ask you question by question. It 
will be by your representative [unintel- 
ligible].. And Connally’s -happy dream 
that I go up there charging away at the 
Senate doesn’t work. ; 


The Segretti Story 
_ P. I think Henry ‘has a good point 


: : - nere too and the thought apout it is, he 
thing you instructed me to do was to | 


doesn’t want to go out and be the first 
witness and if there is an overrule [un- 
intelligible]. I think makes sense, Al- 
though, let me say I do think that we 
still ought to consider—are we still con- 
sidering the possibility of getting out 
the Segretti story? E. Yes. 

P. No‘way we could do it? 

E. I think getting out the Haldeman 
story would be more useful in the light 
of Magruder and others going down to 
testify. 


P. In other words you’d get that out 


before they testify? ; 

E. If possible. Well [unintelligible], 
yeah. My Se. i # 
H. The best [unintelligble] story you'd 
get out would be a White House story. 


P. That’s right. E. About how “we've 


been. working at—” . 

H.:Which mets Henry’s. objections. 
Well, it’s the Haldeman story; but you 
ladd, to it—the whole thing. It’s the— 

E. You say [unintelligible].I. have in- 
vestigated. [Unintelligible] up the whole. 

P. What—what I, basically, is having 
an Ehrlichman report. We’ve got some 


of the Dean report. That would be: 
simply we have an Ehrlichman report: 
that he makes and here is the situation - 


with regard to the White House involve- 


“ment. I haven’t gone into the commit- 


tee thing. - . 

E. Now the current [unintelligible], 
the current [unintelligible] on White 
House involvement primarily are Halde- 
man’s [unintelligible]. P, That’s right. 
E. Well, I didn’t go into White House 


‘ involvement, I assumed that~- 


‘P. No. I [unintelligible]. 
E. That what- you needed to know 


. from me, and this would be what J 


would say, “What the President needed 
to know was the truth or falsity of 
charges that we’re leaking out with re- 
gard to—Committee for the Re-election 
personnel and any connections to’ the 


'. White House that might exist. That was 


the area of inquiry rather than whether 
anybody in the White House was in- 
volved,” ae: : 
P. [Unintelligible]: trying to get you 
out there in a way that you didn’t have 
to go into all that stuff, you see. 
5 shane I i oie I understand. 
- The fact that you are-going to go 
before the indininenta: is : ak 
E. Well, I'd do it before the indict- 
ments and say, look, we have great 


confidence in the grand jury process, P. 


That’s right. ; 

E. And I don’t want to do anything 
that is going to in any. way impair that 
process. 

P. That’s right. A number of. people 
have been called before that grand jury, 
and I'm. not going to—E. The | ; 

H. Say everything I have found has 
been turned over to the Justice De- 
partment. E. Check. H. Relating to 
that. P. Everything that the grand jury 
is considering. ; 

E. And I doubt seriously that I dis- 
covered anything new. “What I prob- 
ably did was simply bring into ‘the 
White House for the first time'a body. 
of information that otherwise was 
available. Other investigators undoubt- 
edly could do the same thing that I 
did and maybe a lot better. But we had 


had no ocasion, previously, to bring ail: 


that information before us. I talked to 
-Kleindienst, so I got what the Justice 
Department had. I got stuff from all 
over and we brought it in and we tried 
to assemble it in a way that it was 
meaningful for the President and—. 

H. Did you review the F.B.I. files? 
E. No. H. Why not? That’s the original 
source you said was the most exten- 
sive investigation in history. Why the 
hell didn’t you look at it? 


E. I didn’t look at because I didn’t: 


need to look at it. I got a summary. 
P. Dean [unintelligble] the summary. 
E. No, and the Justice Department— 
P. Yeah, go ahead. 
E, And— 


P. I think that’s easy enough [unin- 
telligble]. H. I do too. 


For President’s Use 


E. I didn’t, I didn’t try and duplicate 
the work of the U.S. Attorney. What I 
tried to do was simply determine for 
the President’s use—and for the Presi- 
dent’s use only~whether or not there 
was substance to charges that we were 
hearing, and whether or not there was 
White House involvement with relation 
to those charges. And to determine 

‘whether or not the White House ought 
to be doing anything about its own 
personnel or about others that it was 
not doing. We were not trying to de- 
termine what the U.S. Attorney should 
do or the grand jury should do or the 
Justice Department should do. At the 
same time it would be [unintelligible] 
for us to withold anything from the 
Justice Department in the thought that 
some of this information might not 
have been previously available to them. 
So I am not going to go into it. I am 
not going to tell you what I found. 

P. Well, but here’s the Haldeman 
story [unintelligible]. 

E. But—no. I’m not going to tell you 
specifically. what I found because ob- 
viously the purpose of my work was 
simply for the President to form 
judgments—as the basis for the Presi- 
dent to form judgments—with regard 
to White House personnel and other 
Government personnel. And to determ- 
ine whether or not the White House 
was actually in any way impeding the 
progress of the prosecutorial effort 
by anything that we were inadvertent- 
ly doing. And, so that—that’s not very 
fancy and Yd want to think that 
through. 

P. So [unintelligible] what I’m trying 
to get is how you get his story out. 
That’s what I’m [unintelligible]. 

E. Oh. I see. I think you just put 
that out—just flat put that out. And 
do it—hang it on the peg of the Ervin 
committee setting a date for their first 
day of hearings. 

P. You mean you'd ask for an early 


date? E. No. They will, they will 
Wednesday, they will Wednesday. 
P, Right. 


E. Their hearing schedule. P. And then 
Haldeman will make his statement — 

E. Haldeman makes his statement and 
says, “Well, I have been sitting here 
waiting for a chance to be heard, It’s 
obvious now that it’s going to be 
umpty-ump days before —” 
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P. We think the dates [unintelligible]. 
E, Well, first of May is the earliest. H. 


When they start. E. Yeah. 
H. And they—then when they hear 


‘McCord and [unintelligible] witnesses 


before that. E, Yeah. H. Before us. 

E. So he could say, “It now looks like 
it will be several months before I would 
get a chance to be heard before the 
Ervin committee at best, so I would 
like to make a statement at this time- 
going into a number of charges that 
have been —” 

P. “That have been bandied about.” 
E. Right. 

P. Then you—the way I would handle 
that, I would say, “Now let’s take the 
Segretti matter”—no—“fFirst, let’s take 
Watergate.” You say, “I had no know- 
ledge—” [unintelligible.]. “Let’s take the 
Segretti thing. Now, here are the facts.” 
—Then I would poin out—[unintelli- 
gible] point out [unintelligible] incrimi- 
nation? H. Ne. 

E. Well, we don’t know that. H. Huh? 

P, [Unintelligibe] O.K. John. [Unin- 
telligible] with Segretti? 

H. Well, he was clearly [unintelli- 
gible] which is totally [unintelligible] 
that Segretti—Segretti’s instructions 
were that he was to do nothing illegal. 
And, well then answer the question how 
could you launch a guy out—P. Yeah. 

H. Yeah. 

H. [Unintelligible] that’s one of the 
reasons that they—-P: Now, well, yeah. 

H. [Unintelligible]. 

P. Uow—here’s my [unintelligible 
then, and there are charges of money— 
cash. 

H. I have a whole list of the general 
charges. 

P. Well, the point is on the money, 
now I’d [unintelligible]. I would say, 
“TUnintelligible] money—yes, there was 
$350,000 left over from the campaign 
in 1970, I: was deliveerd to the White 


-House. 


‘H. You see that ties the same fund 
that. Kalmbach—see you get a question, 
how could I authorize the expenditure 
of money to Segretti? P. Yeah. 

H. Well, I’ve already established in 
the Segretti thing that Kalmbach had 
these funds left over for the campaign 
and that’s what I would assume he 
would use. P. Right. Right. 

H. He was to cut— 


Use of Funds 


P, He decided that these funds were 
made available for private polling and 
so forth and so on. “They were used 
only for—$28,000 was used’ for—$22,- 
000 for advertising and the balance of 
328 was returned. : 

H. They are going to get very ex- 
cited about that advertising when, as 
soon as they find that out, they are 
going to track that down. And that, 
we have [unintelligible]. P. Vietnam? 
H. It was “Tell It to Hanoi.” P. Hmph. 

H. It was a “Tell It to Hanoi” ad 
countering Vietnam, anti-Vietnam vet- 
erans. P, [Unintelligible]. H. Wasn’t 
[unintelligible]. H. It went to Baroody 
which was the— 

E. Bill or another Baroody? H. No, 
Sam or Charlie. E. Sam. H. Or Edgar or 
somebody. One of the others. 

P. “Tell It to Hanoi” ads [unintelli- 


gible]. H. Whatever it was, it wasn’t— 
I was scared to death it might be some- 
thing. P. Yeah. 

H. A Colson ad, but it wasn’t. At least 
that’s according to [unintelligible]. 

E. Mitchel! kept lobbing out little tid- 
bits about Colson’s operation. 

P. Hmmm. E. About sending rioters 
up to the Capitol steps and other things 
that he knew about. 

P. Well, that was separate from all 
of Mitchell’s stuff, though, wasn’t it? 
What Colson. did?: . 

E. Well, he was saying it’s really too 
bad that all this is coming out because 
there’s so much sordid stuff that will be 
(unintelligible) to the White House. 

P. But sending rioters to the Capitol 
steps. What do you mean? 

H, They weren’t rioters, for heaven's 
sake. P, Well, they named demonstra- 
tors. Why do you tell me? 

E. No. tell it to John Mitchell. H. I 


don’t think anybody [unintelligible] Col- 
son can [unintelligible] rioters? 

P. The point is—that is the [unintelli- 
gible] my thought with Bob, though, is 
not to make the countercharge in hie: 
in this [unintelligiblé]. ve 

E. That’s right. P. I think he should- 
save that for the committee. Now do. 
you agree with that, Bob? 

H. I don’t know. E. It’s weak. It’s: 
weak if I don’t. P. Yeah. You've got t 
say—— sa 

H. I think I’ve got to make it in—I 
don’t mean make it— 

P. Put it in general terms, but hold 
the white paper. * 

H, I say—cite some examples—and- 
say, “All these were done by the oth- 
ers,” but I hold off on the thing that I: 
have requested the committee to look 
into, and when I’m up there I can say 
it’s a matter of fact, you know, [unin- 
telligible]. 

-P. I do feel that we should get this 
ready and really bounce it, and I think 
that’s the day to do it, and Yd say: 
[unintelligible] and ’'d say— : 

H. It’s ready. Oh, no, it isn’t ready 
but it’s close. But it’s awful long. P. 
Will it be all right? H. I’m not so sure 
that [unintelligible]. 

P. Perfectly all right. Grand jury. [Un- 
intelligible] the damn [unintelligible] 
down to it. And if it says if the commit- 
tee doesn’t, I cannot allow—I cannot 
allow-—the [unintelligible]. I mean the— 
“my effectiveness as an assistant to the 
President will be seriously damaged.” 
“Eroded by false charges and so forth 
and consequently I am making this 
statement now. I will make this state- 
ment under oath. [Unintelligible] I will 
make this statement under oath and 
answer questions under oath when the 
Ervin committee finally gets around to 
hearing me.” How’s that sound to you, . 
John? E. Sounds pretty good. 


Charges to Date 


P. All right. Now I think—tI will say: 
—point out—[unintelligible] it is [unin- 
telligible]---"I do not suggest that”—*I 
have only tried to cover in this state- 
ment questions of charges to date. 
That’s what I have said and it has not 
been—and I am sure that other: will 
be made.” And [unintélligible]. 


H. But 1 cant possiply anticipate 
what they— 

P. “I cannot anticipate them. I do not 
—TI cannot anticipate them, but I'd be 
prepared to answer them.” He won’t 
thereby have answered through me 
questions why [unintelligible]. Now the 
only question that you have left is, I 
suppose, sort of the peripheral [unintel- 
ligible] Dean rumbling around here and 


asking you and Haldeman, “How about. 


getting us some money for Watergate 
defendants?” Damn. I can’t believe it. I 
can’t believe they’d [unintelligible] you 
for conspiracy if you were asked for. 
that. Maybe they could. 

H. I—technically, I’m 
could. Practically, it just seems awfully 
remote, but maybe that’s wishful think. 
ing. 

P. Incidentally, could Strachan—I 


think—be very helpful for him to say: 


what that $22,000 was for ‘before the 
grand jury? Why not? 

E. He will have to. I can’t imagine 
that they would— 


P, Well, they haven’t asked him yet. 


E. Yeah, but they will. Because— 


P. $22,000 in [unintelligible]. H. That’ 


makes sense. 


P. To be sure, you just tell what hap-- 
pened, you mean? Huh? H. Yeah. P." 


Yeah, let’s be sure. Well, you could say’ 


[unintelligible], it, was my [unintelligi~’- 


ble]. 


E. I probably better get up and get 


set up for [unintelligible]. 

H. Let me ask you if this—has that 
been—there was something else on 
Gordon. P. Gordon [unintelligible]. /' 

E. I’m supposed to ask Gordon wheth- 
er it was delivered in pieces? H. Oh, 
yeah, 

P. [Unintelligible] $40,000 to [unin- 
telligible] why did he deliver it {unin-' 
telligible} actually it was—it was ‘a 
large —that’s a large amount of money. 

E. No, they’ve already got him on 
that. P. Oh, that [unintelligble]. 

E. It all fit in a suitcase or something 
and [unintelligible] of support. 

H. The reason they were in pieces 
because there was difficult for them 
obviously that [unintelligible] to receivé 
back all this cash. P. Yeah, 

H. And they requested that it not be. 

P. Requested it in two installments? .. 

H. [Unintelligible] part of it at the 
time [unintelligible] balance. My inter- 
est was delivering all of it as quickly as 
possible. I don’t know what their [un-. 
intelligible] was. 

P. At the suggestion of [unintelligible] 
Magruder [unintelligible] everything you 
can. 

H. He’s bringing two lawyers. P. [Un- 
intelligible]. H. What we’ll do—the point. 
here—if you want Jeb [unintelligible]. 

P. Well, as you know [unintelligible], 
they want Strachan and they want 
Dean. Right? H. [Unintelligible]. 


P, Just trying to get the facts and - 


that’s all there is to it. E. Ill get. back 
to you when— 
P, Be sure you convey my warm 


sentiments. E. Right. H. I think I ought. 


to get Strachan squared away. P. Sure. 
H. And if he [unintelligible]. 

P, Well, we'll see what this finally 
come down to here [unintelligible]. I’ 
firmly think—frankly I should say T 


sure they. 
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don’t know, but based on what Ehrlich- 
man telis me about [untelligible], and, 
that removes him from some other 
things he said. That’s what makes [un- 
intelligible] ‘here. [Unintelligible] is the’ 
important thing. 

H. Well [unintelligible] Dean. I can’t 
understand because it’s in his interest, 
as well as everyone else’s, to see the 
motive grow with loyalty. 

P. I guess we’re not surprised at 
Mitchell, are we? H..No. It’s partly true. 
P. Hmh. H. What he’s saying is partly 
true. I don’t think he did put it to-. 
gether. * 

- Understood Colson 

P, He shouldn’t—he shouldn’t throw 

the burden over here, Bob, on you. Now; - 


frankly, Colson I understood, Colson- 


certainly put the heat on over there. I 


don’t think John seriously’ [unintellig-- 


ible] unless you put them up to this. 


_this thing. 


- H. [Unintelligible] I didn’t. He knows 
I didn’t. No question of that. 

P. I should think he knows it. [Unin-: 
itelligible] himself. So his [unintelligi- 
ple], huh? H. That’s what he says. 

_ P. You know he’ll never—he’ll never 
[unintelligible]. What do you think 
_about that as a possible thing—does a 
trial of the former Attorney General 
-of the United States bug him? This 
_ damn case! 

_H. I don’t know whether he [unintel- 
‘Higible] or not. 

P. He'll have to take the stand at 
‘some points. [Unintelligible] all this has 
‘happened now. 

H. That’s exactly the point. He’s got 
no fone witness that can deny it. 

P. You know in one sense, Bob, it’s 
better to [unintelligible] a couple of 
-these small things but it’s much better 

.to hand it to the grand jury. McCord 
‘may move on the theory that iMtchell 
‘will be sorry and the others too [unin- 
telligible the damn thing—and the Ervin 

.committee get credit in the Watergate 
‘ thing? H. Yeah. 
‘ P, I don’t know. Am I seeing. some- 
»thing [unintelligible] that really isn’t 
, [unintelligible] or am I? 

H. No, no. That was the thing I was 


‘trying to get at this morning. That , 


what that proves is the President's, in Satisfied with it. He kept sending Lid- 


_dy back to the drawing boards. Final- 


my view, the President’s course was 
right. The President wasn’t covering up. 
The President was cooperating with the 


proper place and the proper place has . 


come to the proper result, which is to 
find out in an orderly manner without 
tarring innocent people, to find out 
what’s going on, 


April 14, 1973 
(5:15-6:45 P.M) 


The President, Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman, EOB Office. 


(Material unrelated to Presidential 
Actions deleted). 


E. Well, he and his two lawyers who | 


‘ formal conference with the U. S. At- 


torney.”. He proceeded then to volun- 
tarily give me his whole testimony. 
P. [Unintelligible]. H. [Unintelligible] 


‘sticky wickets, but no new ones. E. 


That’s right. 
P. Your definition of their [unintelli- 


gible]. H. On the other side [unintel- 


ligible]. 

P, On Dean, he told him to lie? E. 
Oh, no. He’s been a participant, an ac- 
tive participant in this thing right from 
the very beginning. H. Talked about the 
case in the most coherent way we've 


“ever had. E. And I must say— 


H. We finally. will know what hap- 
pened. E, This has the—this has the 
ring of truth about it. He is a convinc- 


_ ing witness. So, you know. But at the 


same time it has—~ 
H. It also is not in conflict with any- 


: thing else you’ve got, and almost totally 
‘corroborates everything else you've got 


except you get to end of it this time. 

E. This all starts back in September 
of seventy-one, when Dean, Caulfield 
and Magruder met and contrived an in- 
telligence effort called Sandwedge. Two 
months later, Dean had been unable to 
find the right people to make that thing 
work. [Unintelligible] and ae had ap- 
proved of Liddy. And later ah, and 
Dean, Liddy and Magruder met. Liddy, 
after having some contact with Dean, 
and Magruder is a little vague on this, 
came forward with a million dollar pro- 
posal. Magruder says that Dean says 


that a million dollars was the right fig- 


ure. And that’s why he picked that fig- 


‘ure. And so the four of them met. They 


went over it and Mitchell rejected it. A 
week later, Liddy came back with a 
budget half as big, the half-million dol- 
lar budget. And that was also rejected 


\ 

P. By Mitchell? E. By Mitchell. Dean 
went on and said “These kinds of things 
shouldn’t even be run by Mitchell. He’s 


‘Attorney General of the United States. 


He is sitting over here is his parochial 
office and he shouldn’t even [unintel- 


ligible].” 


E. Liddy and Magruder then went 
off to try and develop a satisfactory 
project proposal. A quarter million dol- 
lar level. Magruder said he was never. 


ly, Colson called with Liddy and Hunt 
in his office—talked vigorously. Final- 
ly, although he, and he felt Mitchell, 
too, were nervous about it and didn’t 
feel comfortable about it, he said, 


_ “Well all right, Pll start this moving.” 


P. (unintelligible) that he doesn’t say 


' that Colson chewed him out? Specifi- 
‘cally about this proposal? 


E. He said, Gordon Liddy’s projects. 
He did not say wire taps. He used the 
word “projects” In fact, there was in 
being a budget for this quarter million 


, dollar proposal. It was in writing. A 


copy of it had been furnished to: Gor- 
don Strachan. And it was very specific 


.in terms of the kinds of equipment to 


i be used. 


P.. It was furnished to Strachan? E. 


are very bright young guys came in. So | Yes sir. There was no follow-up from 


I said, “Evidently, judging by your | 
phone call earier this is moot.” He said, 
“Yes we have just come from our in- ° 


Strachan. That is he informed Strachan 
| that he was going to go ahead with 
the so-called proposal and, “I read his 


ae 


non-response as OK from higher-up. 
Iam not able to say of my own knowl- 
edge that there was any knowledge 
of anyone higher-up.” In point of fact 
the—(unintelligible) was insisting’ upon 
was ; 

' E. Information on Larry O’Brien. 
That was the thing he called about and 
that was the thing that he had been 
driving at. Around the end of March, 
Magruder and LaRue went to Key Bis- 
cayne where John Mitchell was. 

- P. Magruder? LaRue? Right. E. They 
presented to Mitchell Liddy’s final pro- 
posal. Which was bugs in three places 
—Watergate—P. They were on the 
phone? E. They were in person. 

P, Magruder and Mitchelli—and La- 
Rue. Presented it to Mitchell? E. Yes, 
sir. P. In three places, huh? E. It in- 
volved bugging three places—Water- 
gate, McGovern Headquarters and the 
Fontainbleau. In the 


volved other things besides tapes, and 
he was not specific. He said, “In all 
honesty this was a kind of a non-de- 
cision. Nobody felt comfortable in this 
thing but we were sort of bull-dozed 
into it.’ was the way he put it. Ah— 


-P. By Colson? E. That’s the infer- 
ence. (unintelligible) Liddy’s project. I 


conversation, _ 
Mitchell orally approved it. Now it in-— 


- 


said, “Well now, clear. up for me just : 


how well informed was Strachan?” He 
said, “I informed him orally of it. He 
had the budget.” 

P. The budget he prepared himself— 
E. Parts started to come out of that 
_ thing were junk. We got synopses in the 


log. He said: “I got the only copy. I,. 


Magruder, got the only copy of that 
synopses.” 

P. Mitchell a copy? E. He thought 
they were all junk too. “Furnish a junk 
store.” The one copy that Magruder had 
had pictures of the kinds of papers that 
you'd find around with campaign head- 
quarters. He sent a synopses of the pic- 
tures to Mitchell, He thought it was so 


bad he picked up the phone and called 
Liddy and chewed him out. He caHed 


’em “(expletive deleted)’. “I told 
Strachan that the synopses were here. 
He may have come oveh and read 
them.” and as I pressed him on that 
he got léss and less sure. of that. He 
says, “I told him they were there.” 


H. Strachan says, “I stopped reading 
the synopses, and they were—we had 
“em here.” E, Now I’ve got to skip back 
a ways and then Vl come back to 
Mitchell. 

H. You sure he made that claim to 
Strachan? E. I think March, about the 
time of the meeting down in Key Bis- 
cayne, Liddy threatened Magruder’s life. 
He said he was transferred to the Stans’ 
operation. 

P. Yeah. 


E, LaRue approached Magruder and 
said, “We need that operation. You 
ought to take him back with us. It’s 
dead in the water without him.” In fact, 
from the White House to the headquar- 
: ters, he says he told the U.S. Attorney, 
convinced him that they needed the 
operation. Back to the quality of the 
work. They — what they were getting 
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was mostly this fellow Oliver phoning 
his girl friends all over the country lin- 
ing up assignations, And Flemming, and 
discussing their young leaders’ confer- 
ence, Liddy was badly embarrassed by 
the chewing out he got. He met in a 
meeting with him, and said to John 
Mitchell, “Mr. Mitchell I'll take care of 
it.” That was all that was said, So the 
next break-in was entirely on Liddy’s 
own notion. Magruder says neither Mit- 
chell nor Magruder knew that another 
break-in was contemplated. I said, 
“What—after the firing of Liddy?” 


‘Magruder was very nervous about him. 


He phoned John Dean and asked Dean 
to talk to Liddy and try and settle him 
down because he was acting erractic. 
I asked, “Who in the White House is 
involved in this whole thing?” He gave 
me the names I gave you: 

Dick Howard, some of Colson’s 
people, and a lot of the secretaries in 
the EOB, have various information 
about a lot of different projects, they 
had pickets—all kinds of things that 
will come pouring out in the process of 
this whole thing. Well I said, “Back to 
the burglary, who else?” He said, “No 
one else.” He said, “The U.S. Attorney 
is hot after Colson:—they know he was 
close to Hunt. The only think they have 


him on right now is the phone call to ~ 


Magruder,” so far as Jeb knows. But 


his attorney then chimed in, and said, ~ 
“T think the U.S, Attorney has a good | 


deal more because the U.S, Attorney 
told the lawyer that Hunt had re-per- 
jured himself with respect to Colson.”— 
when he was called back in under im- 
munity and testified as to the break-in, 


and the capture of the burglars, and - 


the cover-up. Mitchell, LaRue, Mardian 
and the lawyers basically 


P. Plus Magruder, 


E. Dean divised a cover story, in con- 
cert with these other people, and en- 
listed Bart Porter who went to the 
Grand Jury and perjured himself in con- 
cert with the cover story. Dean prepared 
Magruder and others for the testimony 
at the Grand Jury, cross-examining and 
getting them ready. 

E. Likewise, he leaked out informa- 
tion from the Grand Jury to the people 
at thm Committee for the Re-election. 
The 0.3. Attorney knows that he did 
that, It is illegal to do so, ; 


P. Did he say where he got it? E. He 
got it from a higher-up. Now, I assume 
that’s Henry Petersen, but I don’t know. 
OK, with Magruder and Mitchell in the 
Operation of their — this cover story 
about these meetings. And they worked 
out a deal where they had cancelled one 
meeting — the million dollar meeting — 
and the second meeting which was the 
half-million dollar meeting — they told 
the Grand Jury they — 


P. He’s testified to all this? E. Yes. 
They talked about election laws. Yeah, 
He [unintelligible] destroyed his diary, 
but he couldn’t do that. There’s.a mil- 
lion and a half dollars in cash that was 
distributed, 

P. [expletive deleted]! E. LaRue and 
Stans know about it. There is “the fam- 
ous list” of where that money went. I 
don’t know. I am going to have to check 
my notes with O’Brien. O’Brien may 
have told me about that. He may have 


given some idea of where that went. 
The three fifty is a part of that. Mitchell 
Says to Magruder, “Don’t talk.” 


P. Discouraged him. What about Hal- 
deman? 


E. Haldeman’s very much a target of 
the U.S, Attorney. So far they indicated 
that he was implicated only by associ- 
ation with other people — meaning 
Strachan presumably. And the attorney 
gave me his private evaluation, that it 
was a little puffing on the part of the 
U.S. Attorney. He did not think that 
they had anything. Reisner and Powell 
Moore — Powell Moore is somebody on 
Timmons’ staff who was at the Com- 
mittee and who accompanied Liddy on 
what are called “The Saturday events.” 
The Saturday events are the events that 
took place the day after the break-in. 
Liddy went out to find Kleindienst at 
Burning Tree and told him to get them 
out of jail on orders from John Mitchell. 
And LaRue, of course, and Mardian, 
largely on obstruction. They are devel- 
oping many counts of obstruction of 
justice. One of the attorneys then, in’ 
winding up, I told — I gave Jeb your 
good wishes and felicitations and so on 
and one of the attorneys said “Well, 
you know, in all this there is not a 
scintilla of evidence that the President 
was in any way aware of any of these 
transactions.” And he said, “Well I 
didn’t say that for any purpose except 
just to express to you an impresion I 
have about the way this thing’s going.” 
He said, “Literally tens of dozens of 
people down there crying to be heard by 
the U.S. Attorney. And he said, “This 
thing is rapidly deteriorating.” But he 
said, “In ali of this I don’t ‘see any 
evidence of the involvement of the Pres- 
ident.” So that was that and I thanked 
them and sent them on their way. Now 
have the Attorney General of the United 
States sitting at home waiting to go to 
this dinner party ad I have the Deputy 
Attorney General out of town. But as 
Bob points out, there isn’t anything in 
my report that isn’t pretty well covered 


. and expanded on in what we just got 


from Magruder. Rut I think what I can 
do is call the Attorney General, tell him 
what I was going to tell him, tell him 
that Magruder has just disclosed to me 
what he has shown to the U.S. Attorney 
and that I really don’t have anything to 
add, but that I did want him to be 
aware of the fact of the work that was 
ae and what I have done today, And, 
2. — 

H. Meetings which you had with Mit- 
chell and Magruder, E. Yeah. 

H. Purpose of your meetings was to 
make the point to them that they should 
not go on —on the misguided assump- 
tion that that was for the Presidency, 
which is what Mitchell is saying. 


E. Right. This says that the meetings 


in Key Biscayne existed long after — 


P. What is, what about Strachan? 
Strachan says you did not know about 
this. H. Can I give Strachan a report on 
this? 

P. Sure. What is your view about his 
perjury? E. L don’t know. H. He’s going 
to the Grand Jury Monday morning. 
That’s why it’s better that he be given 


this information so he doesn’t perjure 
himself, 


P. Right. H. I don’t think he's testi- 
fied on any of this so I don’t think he 
has any pejrury problem. What he has 
to do is prove the defense that — 

P. Meets these points, H. Meets these 
points and — P. Good. 


H. And he-.could—he can keep him- 
self as an office boy, which is what 
he was. An office boy. If he lied about 
a thing—he persuaded Gordon to keep 
Liddy on—Jeb to keep Liddy on—I 
would think he would argue back that 
—‘Jeb said to me, ‘well, what should 
we do?” and I said, ‘I think you better 
keep him on—he’s getting good stuff” 
‘Don’t you think so? 

E. I think Gordon knows how to deal 
with that if you give it to him. 

H. Now, I went back to Gordon to- 
day on this [unintelligible] and he said, 
“Absolutely, there was no other mon- 
ey.” That the only deal was for a fella 
to handle that according to what How- 
ard told him—that’s who they sent the 
money over to, 

P. For [unitnelligible]. 

E. Well, we got Magruder, now, in 
this pickle. He’s still on the govern- 
ment payroll in the Commerce Depart- 
ment. : 

P. In Commerce? E. I think it is Com- 
merce. I thought he was. H. Now, this 
has been his second time around. Let 
me tell you what my concerns are. 
When he got down to it, he told the 
truth, ‘And when he is talking about 
us, at least, he is bringing us into it. 
He will, for instance, he will want to 
elaborate on the Sandwedge and say 
I was involved in it. Now, to the ex- 
tent that I listened to a presentation, 
I was. But I, at the time said, “This is 
somehting I don’t want to be involved 
in. Something that should not be han- 
died in here. Don’t come to me any 
more with it,” and they didn’t. And 
then he will say I was involved in the 
meetings. That he came to me after 
that second meeting and said, “They 
came up with, ah, plans, with a pre- 
posterous plan.” I told him that, “It 
cant’? be done.” They shouldn’t even be 
talking about it in the Attorney Gen- 
eral’s office. I said, “John, get out of 
it. You stay out of this, too.” And he 
did.he said he would stay out of it 

from then on, and I suspect he did. 
They'll tie me in that way — by in- 
direction in a sense but, the problem, 
he’ll, I think, I think, is people with 
him. Maybe that sounds like “everyone 
go down with the ship” but, ah, when 
it comes to this cover up business— 

P. Expanding on, ah? H. Yes, he has 
a feeling—the three fifty. I am not un- 
comfortable with that, but Dean, Dean 
is. 
P, What do you do about Dean? In 
other words, John— E. The U.S. At- 
torney’s got to— 

P. But Dean has been— E. I think 
this all has broken since. I think they 
were probably playing their cards 
closer. ; 

P. And, now—Magruder testifies. E. 
I think that’s their analysis. 

P. Yeah. E. I think they are after 
Colson, you, me and by me, I say to 
the highest level provable—objective. 

P. Let me say that this tends to—ah 
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—with this Ervin Committee overhang- 
ing-—— : 

a One, with these each day, oc- 
curred for months. E, Well, looking at 
the time. I should call Kleindienst to 
be sure I catch him before he gets out. 

P. Why don’t you call him? E. If I 
can find him. 

P, All right. E. That’s the only thing 
I’m thinking about—is that, with the 
thing, on—. 

P. I see. E. If it turns out I call him 
[unintelligible]. 

P. I don’t see how McCord can be 
put on now without prejudicing the 
cases of the defendants. E. That’s right. 

P, I mean—I would try to go to Er, 
vin and tell hire not to do it. 

E. Ah, Jeb’s attorneys felt that they 
would do so, and they say that there. 
are cases that would require it. ; 

P. What about negotiations with Er- 
vin on Monday? H, I have a feeling 
that Ervin would be delighted. This 
would give him a chance to prove his 
case better. “You will have more than 
you have here.” . 


P. Yeah. E. He would be delighted 
to. He’s going to think it solves all this 
stuff. 

H. I’m not sure it does this. At least 
it should get them to the ribbon. 

P. Yeah. ; 

[Telephone call]. 


E. Hi, General. How are you? How, 
was the golf? First half good? 


E. I want to bring you up to day on: 
what I have been doing. For about the 
last three weeks—well, since I saw you, 
before I saw you out in San Clemente 
—the President has had me trying to 
gather together, as you know, a cer-, 
tain amount of law and facts to be in 
a position to kind of substitute for 
Dean, and to advise him on the White 
House involvement, but even broader 
involvement, in this whole transaction. 
Yesterday, I gave him my summary 
and, admittedly, it was hearsay, but 
some of it pretty reliable. And the 
whole thing fit together pretty well 
as, at least, a working hypothesis. One 
of the things that I told him was that 
I had encountered people who appeared 
to be reticent to come forward because 
they somehow felt that the Presidency 
was. served by their not coming for- 
ward. So he had me today, in a series 
of conversations with people, to 
straighten them around of that point. 
The first one I talked to. was your 
predecessor, Then I talked to Magruder, 
and— Weil, as it turns out, I was just 
a little late in talking to Magruder, 
because he had just come back from 
telling everything to the U.S. Attorney. 
He has decided to come clean. E. Yep. 
He had his informal conference min- 
utes before he came in to see me. 


Dramatically inconsistent. And he 
implicates everybody in all directions” 
up and down in the Committee to Re- 
Elect. 


Yep, cold turkey. My instructions 
after I had completed—well I might say 
I also talked to a couple of other peo- 
ple who are around here just to pass 


the word to encourage them to testity, 
if the only reason they were not testi- 
fying was some concern about the 
Presidency. Also, being very careful to 
say that I recognized everybody had 
rights, and that it didn’t mean in any- 
way to indicate that they should not 
avail ‘themselves of their full rights. 
Now, Magruder then — Yep. Yep, No 
question. More than just a participation 
in a conspiracy, Dick. Yes, they are 
principals. : 


Well, I must say that my conversa- 
tion with him was reassuring in that 
regard. He is very steadfast in his pro- 
testations of innocence. Well, the 
Magruder case is not only testamentary 
but is circumstantial—is persuasive to 
me. 


I saw Mitchell first. I didn’t have all 
of this Magruder business. Now, here 
I am a citizen of the United States and 
the designated inquirer of a body of 
information. My purpose and intent was 
to advise you of this when I got fin- 
ished with this process and tender this 
information for whatever purpose it 
would serve, recognizing that. up until 
a few minutes ago it was almost en- 
tirely hearsay. Magruder has just un- 
loaded on me the substance of his con- 
versation with the U.S, Attorney—in- 
formal conversation, And I-find that I 
now have ‘very little to add to what 
Magruder had already given the U.S. 
Attorney. 


I felt that I should go forward and 
at least advise you of this and to— 
Let me spoil your afternoon complete- 
ly, will you? One of the things Magru- 
der told me was — and his attorney 
who was with him corroborated—was 
that they are very concerned about 
Dean’s facility for advising people at 
the Committee of the proceedings of 
the Grand Jury. 


Well, he was apparently informing 
Magruder and others of what the Grand 
Jury was saying and doing. And Silbert 
or someone else said to his attorney, 
well, we know the source of Dean’s 
information and it was from higher 
up. Well, anyway, there— there’s that. 
In any event, I remember what you told 


| me before, and I originally had thought 


\ 


that perhaps something would be served 


. by you and Sneed coming in. and the’ 


three of us visiting, but this thing has 
taken the Magruder bounce, and I am 


, inclined to think now that you ought 


ares aaa 


to just tell Sneed the substance 
conversation. 

That is probably just as well, don’t 
you think? 

Yep. 

He can make the decisions that need 
to be made from here on. Well, I think 
the President’s feeling is that Sneed 
could do that. Well, I think he is pretty 
firm on that. OK, I think you should on 
Monday. All right. 

I understand. OK. You give it some 
thought and we will too, and then we 
should talk on Monday. Uh, huh. All 
right. ; 

Rogers passed those along to me. 
Yeah. A list. Ok, my boy. I just wanted 
you to have a nice time this evening. 
Don’t forget my tender that if there is 
any way that any of this hearsay of 


of this 


mine that 1 nave collected is m any 
way useful, I would be glad to make it 
available. My present thinking is that it 
could add very little to what Magruder 
just told me. Prejudicing anybody’s 
rights. That is why I am calling you, 
my dear. Well you are my favorite law 
enforcement officer. Do you want me to 
give you anything additional on Mon- 
day? What do you mean? Mitchell and 
Magruder. Well, no I have beten talk- 
ing to people for three weeks. I have 
talked to everybody but the milkman. 

And outside, and people’s lawyers, 
and every damn thing. Yes. All right. 
The President. You know I have talked 
to him. Well, I have talked to them and 
in some cases they know I have talked 
to other people. Well, they know that 
because they knew the source of my 
leads, etc, Dean, LaRue, Mardian, Por- 
ter. No. He is largely implicated on the 
obstruction of justice. Yeah. From stem 
to stern. Yep. 

He just was having a terrible time 
living with it, and he didn’t see any 
point in waiting any longer. His at- 
torneys said they analyzed it very care- 
fully, and see no advantage to getting in 
and out. A couple of very bright guys. I 
have their names over there, but I can’t 
tell you now. Bernbaum and somebody 
else. Sears, I think is the other guy. I 
don’t have the names right now. Pardon? 
Sure. Sure. All right, let me know 
Thanks, Pal. I will see you there. Oh 
yeah. I am going to go and see Bernstein 
and what’s his name, get their awards. 
All right. . 

' -P. Let me ask you, John, about Colson, 
Everything that has been said, despite 
the fact of how accurate—it would be 
consistent with Colson’s not knowing 
the Watergate defendants? E. Magruder 
doesn’t lay a glove on him. 

P. But he says they’re hot after him. 
Of course, the only thing they would 
be hot after him is on the—ah—Hunt. 
E. His connection with Hunt. Their 
premise apparently is, according to their 
lawyers, that everything Hunt knew, 
Colson knew. ; 

P, But Hunt—then Hunt therefore will 
—they’ll try to get him to come in and 
lay a glove on Colson. H. It would be 
Colson’s role (unintelligible) E. Well, 
Kleindienst says—for reasons—I have 
to be very careful about who I com- 


municate with, for the next little while.” 


P. OK. E. He. wants me to meet with 
Henry Peterson tomorrow. I’m possessed 
of .information establishing the com- 
mission of a crime. And I’ve got to be 
darn careful about who I talk to. 

P. Sure. On—ah—things that you've 
found out, E, Yeah. 

.P. Ah—as to who? 


E, He says Sneed was detached from 
Watergate—was in a perfect position 
to act on it, but he wishes we’d get a 
special prosecutor. 

P. [unintelligible] E. He wants to talk 
about it Monday and—P. Do you think 
that’s a bad idea? E. I think it would 
be very bad. All these people—prose- 
cutor 

P. I want you to say that to him 
tomorrow. E. I sure will. 

P. I have just decided against it. 
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Well, if you could hear me—Why raise 
this—“he’s considered it. Thought it 
through. He doesn’t want a special 
prosecutor because there’s no question 
with the people you’ve got. They’re 
doing a hell of a job here. As the cases 
will point out. And we should throw 
them out, we'll throw them out now. 
Let them continue—” Correct? 

E. Yeah. I agree. Interesting, the in- 
teresting fact—The U.S. Attorney for 
the District of Columbia has just had 
Magruder in the office and can sew up 
the case. 

P. Yeah. H. [unintelligible] P. Yeah. 
John, when you get to that, would you 
let him resign? E. Well I don’t think— 

P. I don’t think he has to. 

E. I think he may want to, and if he 
does want to, I think he should. 

P. If he does want to you could put 
Sneed in the job? E. As acting and you 
get somebody damn good. 

P. You wouldn’t keep Sneed in the 
job? E. I don’t thing he’s, he’s— 

P. You’d rather have our friend over 


* at HUD? H. Somebody like him—yeah. 


P. Well, we need somebody that’s 
good. E. You should have a spokesman. 

P. Where? E. Yeah. 

P. Erhlichman should get out the 
facts that he has made this investiga- 
tion, that we weren’t drug kicking and 
screaming into this thing. I don’t know. 
E. I may have a legal problem. I'll talk 
to Dick tomorrow. 

P. Yeah—it may be a real problem. 
E. And if it’s not a legal problem, Yl 
have a question Monday for Ziegler on 
what Mitchell was doing at the White 
House. “Just say he was here talking 
to me.” 

P. “The wohle matter has been re- 
ferred .to the proper authorities.” E. 
Yeah, he’ll have to. P. And he’ll say, 
“Oh that’s been given to the proper 
authorities.” That’s what I would think. 
H. All he has to say is—why can you 
just say—E. Huh? 

H. Unless you want that authority 
to say you’ve been investigating. 

P. That’s, the whole -point. E. Gives 
you an opportunity to say you’ve been 
investigating 

P. With regard to the hearings, 
shouldn’t we-—and at least put this one 


‘ out? First, the hearings when they even- 


tually come are going to be anti-climatic 
in my opinion, E. Could be anti-climatic. 
The networks might just not want ’em. 

P. Because of the fact that the big 
fish have been indicted? H. Can’t tell. 

P. And so forth. E. Or you may have 
Weicker saying “Why haven’t these 
guys indicted him?” And you could 
say— 

P. I think I have reached the con- 
clusion, just the two of you—I know 
Ziegler will disagree with the conclu- 
sion, but it’s a loser for us to continue 
trying to say that—I think you’ve got 
to say, “I think we ought to go, to go 
on that.” What do you think Bob? Let’s 
be forthcoming on that and get that out 
fairly soon, ’'ve got to get some appear- 
ance of cooperation. You agree, Bob, 
or not? H. I do. ; 

P. Now the question is what do you 
do about Dean. That may be moot: 
For that reason I would say—I—H. Does 


Magruder guess that Mr, Dean’s going 
to be indicted? ; 
E. Magruder does not link Dean with 
the break-in and the bugging. ; 
P. No, but he says he was there—E. 
He’s in the inception. P, Yeah. E. But, 
they have that on him. H. But he’s in 
a wholly [unintelligible] all he had to 
do—reject this plan—E. Sir? And he is. 
not a participant in the Liddy, Magruder. 
quarter-million — take it to Florida —, 
plan. He is no link at all to the play, 
that was carried out. . 
P, All right then—so they get him 
for what? They get him for the after- 
math, the aftermath, and the obstruc- 


_ tion. He has have a chance. Not much. 


They'll say that he believed that he has. 
a constructive immunity on that, E. But. 
he doesn’t have it any more. : 

P. No—T[unintelligible}] This would 
tend to bear out the Colson story that: 
—It sounds like the story that he gave 
me. H, [unintelligible] But Colson’s in- 
terested, too, [Unintelligible] tell us that 
Magruder had nailed him. 

P. That’s right. E. It’s established’ 
that what he told me was substantially 
what he told the U. S. Attorney. 

P. I understand. H. Anyhow you see 
we are interested in giving you all the 
information. P. [inaudible] 

E. I doubt it. Completely relaxed in 
this. A smile on his face. He wasn’t 
shaking. He wasn’t going to fight it. H. 
Every time I’ve seen him—E. He just 
said “I hope this isn’t going to be for 
too long.” : 

P. It’s the right thing. We all have 
to do the right thing. Damn it! We just 
cannot have this kind of a business, 
John. Just cannot be. H. According. to. 
Magruder—Magruder said the same- 
thing, Of course, they think I’m just 
more trapped— ” 

P. I think Mitchell is beyond belief 
or do you think [unintelligible] E. Well,. 
that’s true. What it basically. comes. 
down to, of course, what, sure the cirs 
cumstances— ; ; 

P. But LaRue? H. If LaRue tells thé 
same story about—P. and Liddy. Liddy, 
Dean— H. Well, Liddy can’t talk be- 
cause Liddy’s susceptible—E. But Mit- 
chell says I can see that Liddy-has done: 
so and so and so and so. And Liddy' 
says, “Boy, that’s crazy, look here—”: 
I saw him on this day, and this day, ' 
and this day— 7 

P. How about Dean? One other ques-' 
tion. About the Haldeman statement: 
should it be made now? E. Can’t hurt. 
anything, not hurt anything. It would 
have to be broader on Strachan. 

P. The point that I am wondering, 
you see, I don’t know. What does he’ 
say of Haldeman? H. Said that [unin- 
telligible] Strachan did anything. E. No.” 

P. Did participate? E. I suspect 
Strachan is not going to corroborate 
anything. “My relationship with the 
committee was to [unintelligible] 

P. Yep, No harm in putting that out.. 
What the hell. You’ve got to get it out.- 
What do you think, Bob? H. I don’t 
think it does, but I am somewhat, you 
know puzzled by it, in my own assur-; 
rance that it’s a good idea. It’s the. 
feelings of the Kissingers and Zieglers.. 


that its a disaster for me to be out. 
front. E. You're not about to be out 
front. 


P. I—the point is Bob that, you have 
—H. to be that far out front before 
this hits. And then this hits. It puts me- 
in the league with it, is what they would 
argue. E, The story of the new found. 
freedom he’s made, will run around and 
tell everyone in town. He just launched 
into this, you know, I didn’t ask him— 
H. You can understand that. A guy that- 
says—he’s been constipated for eight 
months and all of a sudden was able 
to take a crap is going to enjoy it. 

P. Why don’t you make a deal on 
Monday for this. That because, it'll be 
[unintelligible] and we'll take all the 
people, any members of the White 
House staff, with any privilege, any Ex-. 
ecutive privilege waived reserved to be 
decided in executive session. How does. 
that sound to you? E, Well, my position 
would be that they don’t get to decide 
the question of executive privilege. We: 
decide that. : 

P. Oh you—you would say—T[unin- 
telligible] E. We say we are going to 
send our people up there and we don’t 
care if you have television or a night 
in a damn circus tent. You can send’ 
them up there and every question is 
subject to research under objection for 
executive privilege. We are not going: 
guilty. 2 
H. What do you do with my knowl- 
edge of hearsay—lI just throw it ail out 
now? E, No. 

P, You don’t do it? Well—-E. I have 
gone into that in great detail with 
Ervin and he agrees with the concept 
that we are conduits to the President,” 
that anything that was given to us is 
privileged. c. 

P. He agrees with you, in other 


words, H. If anything is given to the. 


[unintelligible]. 

P. I would say, “We will give you 
Dean in Executive session.” How does 
that stand up? Or, start with Dean. E. 
I did. 

P. But you see, you get in a position 
where you can say, they claim prece- 
dent because of the nature of the situ- 
ation—to make the substance part 
public. E. I must say that I think part 
of the trouble with our agreement— 

P. Yes. H. John Dean may be into this 
where they can’t call him anyway. 

P. That’s what I’m thinking about. E. 
Yeah. 

P. You see I’m, I’m just thinking it 
through on this one. It appeared to be 
forthcoming and that I wouldn’t let the 
Dean thing be a fracas, if not neces- 
sary. I just think that that’s one move 
you can make now at.the present time. 
I just go-—I think I’m a proponent of 
the idea that “buy a good headline for 
a-day” and invite Dean back for later 


on. But we're going to get beat on the 


head and shoulders. Let’s face it. We're 


going to get it until the Grand Jury in-.. 
dicts and then, that would be maybe - 


another three weeks. After that, when 
they do indict, then they'll say, “Mr. 
President, what the hell are you going 
to hold Dean to the [unintelligible]?” 
I think we've got to do that. I just feel 
it’s one of those things. To announce it, 
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that I make it tomorrow night. Would 
you do that? 
H. To repudiate that today, you 
know, that means Tuesday. [Unintel- 
ligible}. 
P, Maybe we should. I think, I think 
we've got to get bouncing. There’s 


another thing I’m thinking of, Bob. Pm ' 


thinking of the fact that this is here 
now, may make the hearings a hell of 
a lot less interesting and also a lot— 
they sure as hell can’t—Sure. ri 

H. I hate to see that stuff keep get- 
ting obstructed by Watergate. That 
isn’t the problem. All of this stuff is 
going to make Watergate. This makes 
Watergate look a lot worse than it 
really used to look. ; 

P. This does? Oh, I say it does be- 
cause it involves many people, And if 
that way— f ; 

H. That’s our problem. Shouldn’t peo- 


ple leave before this gets out? Is that— 


Dick was saying before it was going to 
be made by Dean, but now it’s Magrud- 
er’s on the apple sauce. “What, can 
they sit around—” 

P. Well, for one thing they want to 
get all the others; if you want to get all 


the obstructions, you’ve got to. hear all 


these people. : 
Alternatives Are Weighed 


E. Not all of them, but they have got 


to, they got. about five people—they 
got Hunt up... i 

P. Who, who? E. They make their 
case from the time that they vote on 
indictments. They may recess the Grand 
Jury for a couple of weeks. — 

P. Well, you have the—a little later 


we've got the [unintelligible]. Say | 
you're not going to do it because of 


Dean. ; 

H. If the situation’s going to get 
worse, then you maybe have to do 
something. If this is as bad _as it’s going 
to get, then, if this is going to change 
in a different direction, maybe you’re 
better off not doing anything. Of 
course, the alternatives are, it’s going 
to get worse. In other words, if you 


think you're going to swing, there is an * 


actual dariger, then the Republican 
House will meet and pass a resolution 
calling on the President, and probably 
a unanimous resolution. : 

P. I think it’s very: close to that right 
now, I think this would trigger it, with- 
out question. They would be so horri- 
fied about that— : 3 

H. Could. be. He says it’s not going 
to satisfy them. He says this pretty 
much establishes the Watergate thing 
and then you say to people like Gold- 
water, the people that want this done, 
done with are going to—You've got to 
look at the other possible boxes to say, 


. “Well, thank God, it’s all been cleared 


up now. Let’s forget all this other—” 
And some will say, “It’s now. clear the 
White House wasn’t involved, and 
thank God they weren’t. And it’s clear 
the President wasn’t involved and thank 
God he wasn’t. It’s a tragedy that that 
great man, John Mitchell, was.” 

P. And that so many people at the 
committee were. H. And then, eyery- 
body will dwell onthat. = | 

P. Except that you’ve got a fair 
chance that Dean will go. A fair chance 


that someone will break. E. I would 
spotlight it as the umbilical cord at the. 
White House and the committee and 
the. queStion will be,“What is the other 
end of those umbilical cords?” — 

P. Then, you don’t think—You don’t 
think there’s much—Dean, no, Dean’s 
high enough. - : 

H. The believable mess of it is being 
answered by this. “There is—some- 
body higher than Gordon Liddy had to 
have agreed to spend'a quarter of a 
million dollars to bug the Democratic 
National Committee.” E. Now you've. 
got that somebody. P. That’s Mitchell. 
H. ‘Now that you’ve got somebody 
who was, you've got a believable case’ 
where you can now say, “Well, so 
there was some other stuff going on 
but this was where the problem was.” 
P. I’ don’t: know what the stink—H.. 
Maybe the answer—P. I’d just like to 
get Segretti out ‘in our formal—Don’t 
you think so? H. Yes, you’ve got to get 
it out. [unintelligible.] 


Kissinger-Riegler Viewpoint 


P. Haldeman. Just say that Halde- 
man [unintelligible] and let's see what 
they say. Huh? H. If it says Haldeman 
commits guilt. P.-I' know. H, What I: 
want to do— P. Yeah. 

H. The Ziegler or Kissinger view is 
very strongly that that’s. what I 
shouldn’t do. I’m the last. guy to decide 
who to—should do it. P. Yeah. What. do 
you think, John? H. John thinks I 
should. E. I think we should come out... 
P. You come out like I do. Several of 
the Republicans—E. Now as I say, I 
haven’t heard Henry’s— aus 

P. No, I’ve—several other Republi- 
cans and the like will come out after 
that and say, ‘Haldeman should resign, 
because of his involvement in‘ the Se- 
gretti matter.”-H. You have to say I 
do have to resign or you defend it. 
P, All right. Defend it. 

H. Or you defend it. ‘You can’t, I don’t 
think you can ignore it. If I’ve.done 
that you’ve either got to—you’ve got 
to make the judgment that that was 
sufficient to.cause me to resign or it 
wasn’t. That’s the first: question of the 
first person. [unintelligible.] 

P. You think that Haldeman ought 
to resign, you mean? E, Yeah. Ziegler 
can, the next day. “His connection to. 
this was very remote, was very benign.” 
And he helped unwrap it, knowing 
that—stepped forward—we established 
that a crime was committed by Se- 
gretti. P. I would not be as strong for 
your taking it out, except for his hav- 
ing said “self-incrimination,” the fact, 
that that made him— 

H. You’ve got’a really—a punchy de- 
cision which is whether you. want ms 
to resign or whether you don’t. That’s 
one you’ve got to figure out. The prob- 
Sm with that is if I gn on the basis 
of the Segretti matter, you’ve got to let 
Dean go on the basis of his implica- 
tion, which is far worse. P. Yeah. ; 

H. Strachan’s already. out of the 
White House so that’s no problem. If 
he’s going to ring Ehrlichman in, you 
are going to have to let him go. E. He’s 
got sort of a hypothesis in that he is 
developing our conversation that—that 
—referring him to Kalmbach—which 


is actual. AS a matter of fact, I didn’t - 


refer him to Kalmbach. He came to 
me and said, “May I go to Kalmbach.” 
[unintelligible.] 


P. Go to Kalmbach for the purpose of | 


— E. For the purpose of getting Herb | 


to raise some money. For the purpose - 


of paying the defendants. For the pur- | 


pose of keeping them “on the reser- 
vation.” 

P. Right. With that they could try to 
tie you and Bob in a conspiracy to ob- 
struct justice. E. That’s his theory. 
P. It’s rather questionable. E. Well, ’'m 
not so sure that makes any difference 
at this point. The coloring is—the key 


was in their pocket. P. Well, [unintel-' 


ligible]. 
‘Weren't Protecting Anybody’ 


H.‘Strachan’s position is totally true 
—without giving him any help. P. I 
know. The way you have to handle 
that, let’s face it, it is there, of course. 
You’ve got the whole business of the 
aftermath, as to motive. And there, if 
you or Bob were. asked, what do you 
say? 

E. Well, as far as I can read obstruc- 
‘ tion and I may be putting favorable 
[unintelligible] concerned about what 
these fellows are going to testify’ to. 
The grand jury [unintelligible] se that 
they could go. out, seli their stories to 
one magazine or. another. P. Sure, 
John, you are not particularly con- 
cerned about that? E. I was concerned 
about. that, particularly. Hunt who is 
a kind of an author type and. would 
be inclined to do that. kind of thing. 
H. And that is no part of who 
was or wasn't guility or where the 
thing led. P. I see, H. That’s exactly. 
right. We weren’t protecting anybody. 
E. I’m even willing.to buy that. H. I 
know, and.I said.that to John, and 
John didn’t agree with me. ; 

P. I wish we could keep Dean away. 
from that. Magruder—we don’t have, 
to get that [unintelligible]. Let me say. 
—-let’s sleep on what we do with the— 
ah— My view is though, I think that 


the odds are, that the interest in the: 


committee is less: What they are after 
is some of the big fish. The second 
thing is going to be— H. “A lot of peo- 
ple are going to say, you solved the 

_.Watergate—now, forget it.” And not 
come to this. : 


P. Some of our people can say, “That's ; 


tough, now what do you “want to in- 


vestigate?” H. To folks out there just © 


say, just give an answer and get. it 
out of the way. That’s all. They don’t 
care, 


P. It’s really such a bad thing. And 


he’ll come in, plead self-incrimination, .. 


and clear him. E. Be, lively—copy when 
they..start bringing in all these peaple 


from around the country. What they = 
“did or who were victims, you know—. ; 


P. It'd be lively copy, John, but it’s ; 
so spongy. E. Yeah. —Lively. P. It’s not | 


good stuff. [Unintelligible] 
President’s. Analysis . 
P. Well, let me explain my analysis. 


_The~—In my opinion, Bob, the forth- ' 


coming thing which I think, I tilted 


against—I think. I am now tilting for..I , 
think any move right now— H. I think © 


you've got—if you're going to. do it, 
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though, I think you’ve got to face the 
likelihood that Magruder or somebody 


is going to call for my resignation, I - 
. ired Segretti. I did hire Segretti. 


P. You and Strachan. H. Yeah, The 
stuff over a period of time will have 
come back with these— 

P. This is the first time? H. You've 
got a couple of others who should have 


been caught. P. We've got to face that. - 


H. You might want to try to tie it to a 
resignation at the time I do it. On the 


” pasis that, “Well, here- is a mistake, 


and-I have no problem with. it. But 


“I’m also: -net going. to—not troubled 


with—don’t want to shut down—with- 


out my. sticking. around—” 
' Pp, [Unintelligible] ought to resign 


which I [unintelligible]. H. I’m not sug- 
gesting—I’m not suggesting I'd like to 
resign. I would not like to. P. Yeah. 
H. I'd be willing to, without creating 
any sticky problems. © 


P. The duty of our, all our, the duty 


of our whole staff though is to play 


their role— H. I’m free from some other ~ 


things that I can cut loose, which I 
could do. Te problem that is there on 
the other side is, there is some pluses 
to it. What about that? 

P. With an Attorney General added. 
in?-—And a White House Counsel, pos- 


_sibly. H. Pretty big bag, John. E. The 


biggest. _ £ 
P. Policy, that’s the point. H. Yeah. 
P, As far as equal protection, perspec- 
tive, but it’ll take some time. H. As- 
suredly [unintelligible] P: I see. H. Well, 
fire some people, because you cannot— 
P. I have given them leave. If they 
should not fall under indictment, they 


_¢an continue their duties, H. If they 


intend to plead innocent. 

P. You know in the United States the 
chances: are, you’re going to plead in- 
nocent or guilty. And if you’re going 
to plead guilty—innocent—Fine, you are 
suspended, V’ll tell you when you’can 


. concentrate on the— E,° Sit out the 


‘Ervin negotiations and how -we get out 
the -investigation and all this. 


> Talk With Ervin Suggested 
P..Well this—as I say—I- want to keep’ 


_ Ervin at-the [unintelligible] but I kind 


of feel. myself that [unintelligible]~ 


_ E.-With that being the case, and the 
Dean material—not. to wait for him, 


to come: in—maybe there’s no need to 


‘grapple with it. H. If he breaks off, you : 


could be affirmative with. the Commit- 
‘tee— P. I think— E. My exponent— P. 
Yes,. and what would you say? You 
could say, “The President. is directing 
this—he’s not into [unintelligible].” Say, 


“Look here.” .[Unintelligible] I don’t. 


think that’s needed tomorrow. I think 
that, I think you ought to meet with 
Ervin and cut the deal and then even 
though there isn’t much of a compro- 


mise. You could say, “We worked on. 


a compromise under which there is an 
Executive session.” Dean goes— H. Dean 
goes free. 

_P. Dean in Executive session is a very 
nice way to cut a.loss, huh? H. [Un- 
intelligible} P. Oh, that’s not to you, 
Bob. We put a story out which will 
keep the enemy a little cool for awhile, 
huh? . re 

E, Not only that, but you can date it 
back to negotiations commencing two 


weeks ago, three weeks ago, whatever 
it was. P. Yeah. Yeah. H. You put it 
out my statement at the same time? 
P. The next day. H. Wednesday.. FE. 
Wednesday. You should put my state- 
ment out on Wednesday also, or wait. 


_until ‘Thursday. for my statement, I 


think: we: better be right ‘out in the. 
open et : 
P, That’s right..I’'d: put your out right 
with it. You’re- going to. have the next: 
day to build it up a:little; H. No—you 
don’t have to build it up. P, Put it-right 
out.: The: problem here, let me say,’ in’ 
your case, is not Segretti, I think: we 
should go. with the Segretti stuff. and. 
then—The problem in’ your. case. is 
Strachan. I mean the—keeping the [un+; 
intelligible]. H. [unintelligible] P, - Oh,, 
yes, you will testify on that. rb 
E, Sure, and it’s sécret..The question 

is whether Strachan is indicted or: not. 
P. If he is indicted? H. I think I’ve got. 
to cover myself on the Strachan thing, 
as ‘you say, in such a way so that if any- 
thing does happen it’s covered and you 
can go back and see I said this guy— 
should not be built up as a central fig- 
ure, nor should I start to explain his 


- every action. I.can’t. Some of his actions 


were obviously carried out unilaterally. 
I think that’s overly objective. 

P. I think some of Magruder’s stuff 
could be pretty lively. I think it’s prob- 
ably basically true. How do you re- 
member back that far—think of. that— 
H. You can’t be. that precise—P. You 
can’t be that precise—you remember the 
things that you want to remember, 
pretty much. H. Well, especially when 
you've lived through a whole series of 
varying, very heated drives—P. Careers. 
H. Like he has. P. Careers, You've got to 
remember now, Magruder is going to be 
as potent a witness, and again— 7 

H. Strachan will be a strong witness 
too, and they’re going to—P. And they 
will. say, “And who’s going to lie? I 
mean, here’s a guy who has a record 
of lying. He lied. Are you going to take 
his word against Strachan who did not 


. lie. He came back to the U.S. Attorney.” 


H. We can produce people around 
here who. can give you five different 
stories that Magruder’s told, P, Who? H. 
Don’t you think so? 


Signals Suspected 
P. What do you think Mr. Colson is 


‘going to be doing? You're not going to 


tell him this, are you? I wouldn’t think 


- so. E, Colson is undoubtedly sending all 


kinds of signals to Mr. Hunt—H. And 
that Chuck is overkill: He is his own 
worst enemy. Where the hell do you 
quit? 

P, (unintelligible) 

E, He says that the New York Times 
has a story that he was here for a meet- 
ing with me yesterday. H..He acts like 
it was the first time he has ever been | 
into the White House—(unintelligible) 

P. Well, you fellows need a rest. H. 
Rest? There’s that damn dinner. E. We'll 
grin at the White House correspondents. 
H. That’s no rest, that’s. work. 

P. Well, a year from now. It will soon 
be different. E. Oh, yeah. P. Nope, 
seriously—E, Six months. 

P. Nope, sooner than you think. Let 
me tell you, John, the thing about all 


. this that has concerned me is dragging . 


the damn thing out. Dragging it out and 


being—and having it be the only issue : 


in town. Now the thing to do now, have 
done. Indict Mitchell and all the rest and 
there’ll be a horrible two weeks—a 
horrible, terrible scandal, worse than 
Teapot Dome and so forth. And it isn’t 
—~doesn’t have anything to do with Tea- 
pot. E. Yeah. 

P. I mean there is no venality involved 
in the damn thing, no thievery or any- 
thing of that sort of thing. Nobody got 
any papers. You know what I mean? E, 
Yeah. That’s true. H. Glad to hear it. 

P, The bad part of it is the fact that 


the Attorney General, and the obstruc-. 


: tion of justice thing which it appears to 
be. And yet, they ought to go up fight- 


ing, in my view, a fighting position on . 


that. I think they all ought to fight. 
That this was not an obstruction of 
justice, we were simply trying to help 
these defendants. Don’t you agree on 
that or do you think that’s my—is that 
—E. I agree. I think it’s all the defend- 
ants, obviously, _ : . 

. P. I know if they could get together 
on the strategy. It would be pretty good 
for theni. E, Well, I think, undoubtedly, 
that will shake down. P. I would think 
that the U.S. Attorney’s (unintelligible). 
H. Thank you, sir. E. Yes, sir. 


| April 14, 1973 | 
Approximately 6 P.M. 
Telephone conversation: 


Ehrlichman and Kleindienst 


K. Hi, John. E. Hi, General. How. are 
you? K. Pretty good, how are you? E. 
How was the golf? K. Half good and 
half bad. E. First half good? 

K. Well, the middle was good and E. 
I want to bring you up to day on what 
I have been doing: For about the last 
three weeks—well, sigce I saw you, be- 
fore I saw you out in San Clemente— 


| 
| 


the President has had me trying to ~ 


gather together, as you know, a certain 
. amount of law and facts to be in a 
position to kind of substitute for Dean, 
and tq advise him.on the White House 
involvement, but even broader involve- 
ment, in this whole transaction. Yester- 
‘day, I gave him my summary and, ad- 
mittedly, it was hearsay, but some of it 
pretty reliable. And the whole thing-fit 
together pretty well as, at least, a 
working hypothesis. One of the things 
that.I told him was that I had encoun- 
tered people who appeared to be re- 
ticent to come forward because they 


somehow felt that the Presidency was. 


served by their not coming forward. So 
he had me today, in a series of conver- 
sations with people, to. straighten them 
, around of that point. The first one I 
talked to was your. predecessor. .Then I 
talked to Magruder, and— 


K. It’s pretty hard to talk to those 


two when they have testified under oath 
before a Grand Jury. __. 
___ E, Well, as it turns out, I was just a 
little late in talking to Magruder, be- 
cause the had just come back from tell- 
ing everything to the U. S. Attorney. 
He has decided to come clean. K. No 
kidding? Magruder? 
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E. Yep. He had:his informal: confer- 
ence minutes before he came in to. see 
me. K, Would that.be inconsistent with 
his testimony before: the Grand Jury? : 

E. ‘Dramatically ‘inconsistent. K. (ex- 
pletive removed)! E.-And he implicates 


“everybody in all directions up and down. 


in the Committee-to Re-Elect. ~~. 
K. Mitchell? E.. Yep, cold turkey, My. 

instructions after I.had completed—well 

Lmight say I also talked to a couple of 


. other people who are around here just 


to pass the word to encourage them to 
testify, if the only reason they were not 
testifying was some concern about’ the 
Presidency. Also, being very careful to 
say that I recognized everybody. had 
rights, and that it didn’t mean in any- 
way to indicate that they should not: 
avail themselves of their full. rights. 
Now, Magruder then— 


. K. Let me ask one thing—E. Yep. K.. 


As a-result of ‘what you just told. me, it 
would indicate there is a’ substantial 
case of perjury against Mitchell and 
Magruder in the first instance. E. Yep. 
No question. ; 

K. So, complicity in the overall: con- 
Spiracy? E. More than just a participa- 
tion in a conspiracy, Dick. K. They 
would be principals? E. Yes, they are 
principals. 

K. Uh. I can’t believe John Mitchell 


would have ever known that and let it 


go on. E, Well, I must say that my con- 
versation ‘with him was reassuring in 
that regard. He is very steadfast in his 
protestations of innocence. Well, the 
Magruder case is not only testimentary, 


’ we know the source of Dean’s inrorma- 


tion and it was from higher up. 
K. That is pretty speculative, because 


; I don’t think Henry Peterson would 
' have told him. E. Well, anyway, there— 


K, I coudn’t have because I didn’t 
know. E. There’s that. In any event, I 
remember what you told me before, and 
I originally had thought that perhaps 
something would be served by you and 
Sneed coming in and the three of us 
visiting, but this thing has taken the 
Magruder bounce, and I am inclined to 
think now that you ought to just tell 
Sneed the substance of this conversa- 
tion. . 


Suggestion at San Clemente 
K. He and I have kind of agreed to 


’ stay out of Watergate things. He knows 
‘ nothing about it, has participated in no 


but is circumstantial—is persuasive to ° 


me. 
‘Almost Entirely Hearsay 
K. But Mitchel] denied it? E. I saw 


Mitchell first. I didn’t have all of this | 


Magruder business, Now, here I am a 
citizen of. the United States and the 
designated inquirer of a body of infor- 
mation. My purpose and intent was to 
advise you of this when I got finished 
with this process and tender this in- 
formation for whatever purpose. it 
would serve, recognizing that up until 
just a few minutes ago it was almost 


conversations. E. That is probably just 
as well, don’t you think? 

K. I think we better have one son-of- 
a-bitch in that department—E. Yep. K.” 
‘Who’s got—E. He can make the deci- 
sions that need to be made from here 


--on. § 


K. Yeah. I think at this point we 
ought to.think very hard on the sug- 
gestion I made to you when I was out 
in San Clemente. E. Well, I think the 


".. President’s feeling is that Sneed coul 


do that. ‘ . 
K. Sneed could do that, but you 
wouldn’t have any credibility with it. 
E. Well, I think he is pretty firm on 
that. K. I would sure like to talk to him 
about it: E. OK, I think you should on 
Monday.. K. I really would, John. E. All- 


_ Tight. K. Because ‘there is no question 


but that Sneed can do it, not knowing 
about it. He was never there during any 
material period of time. He is, however, 
the Deputy Attorney General—a Presi- 


_ dential appointee. 


entirely hearsay. Magruder has just un- ° 


loaded on me the substance of his con- 
versation with the U. S. Attorney— 
informal conversation. And I find that I 
now have very little to add to what 
Magruder had already given the U, §. 
Attorney. : 

K. That’s not good. E. I felt that I 
should go forward and at least advise 
you of this and to— 


K. John, at this point, it seems to me | 


that you are going to have to be very 
careful. E. Lét me spoil your afternoon 
completely, will you? One of the things 
Magruder told me -was—and his attor- 
ney who was with him corroborated— 
was that they are very concerned about 
‘Dean’s facility for advising people at 
the Committee of the proceedings of 
the Grand Jury. : 

K, [unintelligible]. E, Well, he was 
apparently informing Magruder and 
others of what the Grand Jury was say- 
ing and doing. ‘ 

K. [unintelligible]. E. And Silbert or 
someone else said to his attorney, well, 


E. I understand. K. He is my subordi- 
nate. OK? E, OK. You give it some 
thought and we will too, and then we | 
should talk on Monday. 

K. I’ve thought of Sneed in this role 
because he has stayed out of it up to 
now. E. Uh, huh. K. And I think that is 


, .why you might need a guy on the out- 


side. E. Allright. ; 

K. Incidentally, there are two or 
three people who are suggested for that 
role. The Chief Justice contributed— 
E. Rogers passed those along to me. K. 
It’s got [unintelligible]. E. Yeah. A list. 
Ok, my boy: I just wanted you to have 
a nice time this evening. -K. [expletive . 
removed]. . Ad 


‘Favorite’ Law Office 


E. Don’t forget my tender that if 
there is anyway that any of this hear- 
say of mine that I have collected is in 
anyway useful, I would be glad to make ~ 
it available. My present thinking is that 
it could add very little to what Ma- 


| gruder just told me. 


K. Thinking of Magruder as a primary 


_ witness type. You better be very careful 


what you. do from here on out, John.: 
Don’t put yourself in the position of— 
E. Prejudicing anybody’s rights. K. With 


_Yespect to the Commission— 


E. That I why I am calling you, my 
dear. : ? 


K. Your’s is a very God damn del- 
icate line as to what you do to get in- 
formation to give to the President and 
what you can do in giving information 
to the Department of Justice, you know, 
to enforce the law. E. Well you are my 
favorite jaw enforcement officer. K. 

[unintelligible]. E. Do you want me to 


- give you anything additional on Mon- 
_ day? K. Who did you talk to, John? E. | 
” What do you mean? Mitchell and Ma- : 


gruder. K. Those are the only two? 
E. Well, no I have been talking to 


+ people for three weeks. I have talked to 


everybody but the milkman. K. People 


- on the President’s staff? E. And outside, 
and people’s lawyers, and every damn. 


thing, 
K. Until today, when the Magruder 
came up, did you come across any di- 


‘rect evidence that in. your opinion 


amounted to. conduct that violated the 
law? E. Yes. K. You did. Let me talk to 
Henry Peterson .and see what line we 
ought to follow here. E, Allright. 

K. Who else have you talked to about 


: this besides myself? E. The President. 


K. But also the person that you talked 
to who would give you information 
about the commission of a crime, who 
did you tell that to? E. You know I have 
talked to him. 

K. No—you talked to- people that 
gave you this information. E. Well, I 
have talked to them and in some cases 
they know I have talked to other peo- 
ple. K. Yeah. . : 


Source of Leads Known 


E. Well, they know that because they 
knew the source of my leads, etc. 

K. Who else does Magruder implicate: 
besides himself and Mitchell? E: Dean, 
LaRue, Mardian, Porter.. i 

K. Magruder will say that Mardian 
knew about this before the discovery? 
E. No. He is largely implicated on the 
obstruction of justice. : 

K. After the happening? E. Yeah. K. 
He puts LaRue in? E, From stem to 
stern. 

K. Did he make any statements with 
respect to the use of campaign monies 
to pay these guys off? What do you 
know about that? Fred LaRue is going 
to go to jail..I guess you know that? E. 
Yep. 
K. What persuaded him.to do that? 
‘E. He just was having a terrible time 
living with it, and he didn’t see any 
point in waiting any longer. His attor- 
neys said they analyzed it very care- 
fully, and see no advantage to getting 
in and out. : 

K. Who is his attorney? E. A couple 
of very bright guys. I have their names 
over there, but I-can’t tell you now. 
Bernbaum and somebody else. Sears, I 
think is the other guy. I don’t have the 
names right now. - 

K, Are you going to be in town Mon- 
day? E. Pardon? K. Are you going to be 
in town Monday? E. Sure. K. Are you 
going to be in town tomorrow? E. Sure, 

K. I might want Henry and I to get 
together with you, just so we don’t 
make any mistakes. E. Allright, let me 
know. K. Have a nice evening! E. 
Thanks, Pal. I will see you there. K. 
Are you going to that same dinner? E. 
Oh yeah. I am going to g: and see 
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Bernstein and what’s his name, get their 
awards. K. See you tomorrow. E. All- 
right. : 


April 14, 1973 
(11:02-11:16 P.M.) 


Telephone conversation: 
- The President and Haldeman 


[Material not related to Presidential 
actions deleted] ; 

P. One thing that occurs to me Bob is 
this and, as I reflect a little on Ma- 
gruder’s stuff—H. Uh, huh. ~ 

P. I’ll be damned if I don’t think some 
of that could be, you know, exagger- 
ated. But I don’t know—H. That’s right. 

P, I don’t know. I can’t tell. He is 
obviously flailing around like a wild 
man at the present time. H. No, no, he’s 
not really. I think he.was earlier. He 
was frantic, but. once he figured out 
where he was going, I think he—P. He 
thinks this is what he remembers now? 
H. Yep. Uh, huh. 

P. I am not sure that his interpreta- 
tions on various things—they could be 
interpreted either way you know, like 
his interpretation on Dean, his interpre- 
tation on’ Strachan, for example. H. 
Yep; yep. 

P, Certainly—H. 
there— ; 

P, I just don’t know how it is going 
to come out. That is the whole point, 
and I just don’t know. And I was seri- 
ous when I said td John at the end 
there, damn it all, these guys that par- 
ticipated in raising money, etc. have got 
to stick to their line—that they did not 

, raise this money to obstruct justice. H. 
| Well, .I sure didn’t think they were. P. 
| Huh? H. I didn’t think they were and I 


That’s right and 


don’t think they did. P. Well—H. With 
maybe some exceptions. 


Nixon Has ‘Mixed Emotions’ 


P. Right, right. Of course, I suppose 
there they will say, like McCord has 
said, that that- was the purpose. That 
somebody told him that. That doesn’t 
mean anything. H. Yeah. 

P. The question, of course, is Liddy 
and the others. But we shall see. It is 
the word of the felons against the word 
of the men that raised the money, huh? 
H. Thats’ right. Well, you just— You 
don’t know how much will come out in 
what.way either. I mean that— 

P. No, -we, at least I think now, we 
pretty much know what the worst is. I 
don’t know what the hell else they could 
have that is any worse.. You know what 


I mean. Unless there.is something that . 


I don’t know, unless somebody’s got a 
piece of paper. that somebody signed or 
-some damn thing, but that I doubt. 

H. It doesn’t appear that there is 
such a thing. I mean there has been no 
hint to that. What you hear is all stuff 
that has been hinted at. It goes further 
than what was in some areas, but it’s 
obviously totally consistent, basically, 
with everything John has developed. 

P. Let me ask you this: I wonder if 
it is not only fair, but in our interest, 
for cither you or John without going 


into too much detail to fill him in on 
Magruder? I mean, having in mind Col- 
son could-~H. Who’s (unintelligible). , 

P. Colson..I mean we have no interest 
—you know what I mean—in getting 
him up there, you know,. guilty on a 


| perjury charge. H. Of course there is 


' nothing Jeb said that is inconsistent 
- with anything that Chuck has said. 


P. Oh, that could be right. Chuck 
could say, yes, the Liddy project, sure 
but I thought the Liddy project was 
something else. H. That’s right. That’s 
what he does say. : 

P. He does, huh? H. Yeah. And as 
Ehrlichman said—under questioning, 
they specifically said that he didn’t get 
into any specifics on it, and they have 
nothing that hits him on any specifics. 
And I think he’s probably clear on it. 

P. I think he’ believes that, Bob. I 
know—H. I do too. P. I think he be- 
lieves that. H. I have thought that all 
along. - 

P. Well. we will sleep on the damn 
thing and, what is the situation tomor- 
row? Is Ehrlichman going to sit down 
with Ziegler again, or something? H. 
Yeah 

P. I do think that PR thing we’ve got 
to sort of make up our minds on what 
the hell—H. Sir, I want to get at get- 
ting the statement done. 

P. And we've got to get at sort of. 
make this decision with regard to this 
damn committee, I don’t know—H. Yep. 

P. I still have mixed emotions on it. 
I don’t know, I don’t know. I have been 
one way one time one way another. H. 
Well, it’s a mixed bag. It has pluses and 
minuses, and it is hard to be sure which’ 
outweighs the other. : ; 

P. One more scenario would have 
been to say they will all come up. 
Everybody will come up in executive 
session including Dean. Just say that. 
Make that offer, and that’s flat. 

H. Yeah and that’s gets turned down 
and then we’re standing on the question, 
of—the way it will be played is, not 
that the committee is being unreason- 
able by insisting on television, but that 
we are being unreasonable by insisting 
against it. 

P. Well, that would be true unless 
you go out and hammer that the whole 
record could be made public. H. Yeah. 

P, It’s only that we want information, 
not a show—H. Yeah. P. And that we 
think it is reasonable. 


Live Coverage By Networks 


H. The question then is that you lose 
something obviously by doing that, and 
do we really gain enough to make it. 
worth it? How bad is it if we go on 
television? I am not at all sure it is all 
that bad. In the first place, it is going 
to be in the daytime. In the second, 
place, as of now it is not going to be 
carried live by the networks. P. Yeah. 

H. Now it might be, but I would 
guess it won't be after this other stuff 
breaks, it isn’t going to be that impor- 
tant anymore. The networks don’t want. 
to carry it. It would cost them money. 
What will probably end up happening 
is, it will be carried on the public broad- 
casting which has virtually no audience 
in the daytime. 


P. Uh huh. I suppose what happens 
there is that every new break is carried 
for five or ten minutes in the evening 
news. H. That’s right. P. That’s the: 
point. ; Es 

H. It is going to be carried anyway. 
It is a question of whether it is carried 
for five minutes with one of us on 
camera for a couple of those minutes, 
or whether it is carried for three min- - 
utes with—. P, Weicker— 

H. Weicker and John Chancellor and 
Dan Rather, saying: “trembling with 
fear and‘ obviously trying to hide the 
truth, ah, .. .”- 

P. I wonder if you would do this? 
Did you discuss public or private thing’ 
with two people whose judgment is— 
Rogers and Connally? What did Con- 
nally think? Public? H. I am not sure. 

P. Would you mind? H. I would have 
to reopen that 

P. Would it be all right for you to call” 
him tomorrow and say, “Look, we've’ 
just got to make a command decision” 
on this—” H Sure. P, And I think you | 
should tell—would you tell him about 
the Magruder? H. Nope. P. No, I guess 
not. i 
H. I can say the whole thing looks. 
like it is coming to a conclusion—. P.! 
Before the grand jury, H. Yeah. P. That’s, 
‘right. H. Without saying anything; 
specific. : ; 

P. Now, the other fellow whose judg- 
ment would be pretty good would be 
Bill Rogers on that. H. Yeah. I agree. 
P. I wish you would give him a call. H. 
Right. I will. 


Kleindienst eported Worried 


P. I think with Bill, though, you 
could tell him, don’t you think? H. 
Nope. I don’t think I should. In the first 
place, I am not supposed to know. P. 
This isn’t from the grand jury, Bob. H. 
‘No, I know. But Kleindienst is worried 
about John giving the information to 
anybody, and that—. P. I see. You're 
right. ‘ é 

H. I don’t see anything to be gained 
from telling him, anyway. P, But you 
can tell him that our investigations in- 
dicate that the grand jury is. hot on the 
trail of breaking the thing now. H. 
Yeah. 

P. And that is the way it is going to 
come. That—but if you wouldn’t mind 
giving a call in the morning to both of 
those fellows, and tell them you are 
calling for the President and that he 
‘would like to have their considered: 
judgment, should you be on television. 
H. Right. Will do. 

P. And it may be on the Dean thing, 


I am almost inclined to think we ought - 


to give on that. What do you think? 
The idea of backing down—they are 


going to take it back down anyway, so. 


what’s the difference? H. That has never 
bothered me, but I-guess I am wrong 
on it, because it sure bothers other: 
- people. - 

P..It bothers Ziegler and the rest, 


but—. H. I think we gain more by back-:: * 


ing down than we lose. I don’t think you 
‘have any problem of being the Presi- 
dent. We're fighting’ enough battles 
anyway. 

P. I would just say, because of all of. 
these charges that have been around 
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these men are entitled to be heard in 
public. H. That’s right. 


P. And I want thm heard in public, 
and I want them to tell their story in- 


_ public. I am almost convinced that that 

’ is what we ought to do with the whole 
damn bunch and not try to stand on the 
Dean thing and the rest. Get a settle- 
ment that way. Well, that’s my present 
view, Bob, and we can go on it. Another. 
point. You do one person you do tell and 
I—and he can still say that he just told 
him to tell the truth. You ought io tell 
Strachan( but tell him—. H. John is tell-- 
ing him. 

P. John is, but not in a way that 
Strachan indicates. that he knows what 
=the other fellow said. H. That’s right. P. 

. - Strachan smart enough to do that? H. 

Yes, P m a 

*. B. He has to be prepared that he is 
going to be asked this and is going to 
be asked that. John should put him 
through a little wringer there. H. Yep. 

P. John is ‘the one who should do it. 
‘He is conducting an investigation for 
the President. H. Well, and he’s got the 
’ information, I don’t. I can reconstruct—, 
P. No. H. Part of it. P. That’s right. I 

agree. But John will know the questions 
too. H. The specific points is what he 
_ needs to cover, : 


April 14, 1973 
(11:22-11:53 P.M.) 


Telephone conversation: 


The President and Ehrlichman 


[Material not related to Presidential 
actions deleted] 

P. I just wanted to see what your 
-plans were for tomorrow? E. I am going 
to come in about nine o’clock, P. Right. 
—. And see Strachan. P, Strachan? 

E, And, I have a couple of calls com- 
ing in. One from Kalmbach’s lawyer and 
I want to:see Dean in the morning also. 
I've got him. eoming in’ and I thought 

would see Ziegler if I.can work it in. 
P. Uh, huh. E. I would Kind of like to 
eover several bases. : 


~ P. Let me ‘say with Ziegler — the — 


‘more I think about this, John, I think’ 
we ought to give him the full court. I 

‘don’t think it makes a hell of a lot-of 

‘difference to say hold on Dean. I would. 
“say since these charges have been made 

A think ‘that the men in the White House 

‘staff that have been charged, etc. have 

4 right to be heard publicly and that’s 

‘that — under certain proper ground 

rules. OK—let me run that“by’ Ron in 

-the morning. and get him -accommodat- 

ed to it, the coverage of it, - 
=. P. I know, but isn’t. that really what 
~we should do? E. I feel it is. P. Then 
Zylou should sort of separate out every- 

~thing — haggle around and then maybe 
“you could settle the damn thing tomor- 
‘row with-him. E. Alright — I am sure 
ican on that. basis, 
<P. Say because these charges are just 

‘flowing around and leaking etc. — give 

ofim hell about that — and that we just 
“can't have that thing. E. Alright, 


‘TV New Coverage Cited 


~P. I was talking to Bob — and Bob 
ghade the point — he said, well just 

ook at what will happen here. In a 
~Sense it will be the evening news basic- 
gally — you know what I mean — they 
*are not going to run it live — not now 
-on the nets. And also there are chances 
of how much the committee can do, 
-particularly with Mitchell, if he. hires 
‘Somebody — an attorney enjoining—, it 
scould’go on for a while. But the point 


:gninutes of John Chancellor and Weicker 
dnterpreting what was said in a secret 
session or do you want four minutes 
“of that and maybe three minutes ‘of’ 
“Haldeman? E. Well, that is a good point. 
P. Is that something to be considered? 


E. It sure is. At least’ we get a little’ 


piece of it that way. ; ; 
P. You know — you see a man look- 
ing honest and earnest etc., denying it 
‘in a public forum — EF, Yeah, yeah P. 
where he just — you know I just have 
.a feeling — E, There is something to be 
Said for splitting the time with them. 
P. Yes and— a es 
. E. Are you planning to work tomor- 
Tow? P, Well I tell.you, — sure, — what 
I plan to do — Ihave to do church, 
&. Sure. 
P. And I have to be around on that 
in the morning and so I may not get 
there in the morning. Well, anyway you 


will be busy all morning. E. That’s - 


“right. I've got Kleindienst. P. So I will 

be there in the afternoon around 2 
o'clock or so if you want to chat with 
me, I will be around, E, O.K.—PH leave 
ow, ; 

P. We'll see. We'll see, Do your other 
business, etc, John, too, I wonder .if we 
shouldn’t reconsider, if you shouldn't, I 
mean you have to consider his —- rather 
than having Colson go in there com- 
pletely blind, give him at least a touch 
up — or do you think that-is too dan- 
gerous. E, Say ‘that again —'1 didn’t 
quite hear it. : : 

P. Colson — rather than just saying 
nothing to him, if it isn’t just as well 
to say — look you should know that 
Magruder is going to testify, etc., or is 
that dangerous according to Kleindenst? 

E. I'm not so sure. I have to call him 
anyway tomorrow. He has an urgent 
call in for me. Ah, I don’t think I want 
to say anything at all to him about 
John. John, incidentally, I understand, 
was on CBS News and ‘just hardlined 
them, — 

P. Oh, I agree on John. E, Yeah, Pp, 
On Magruder that is what 1 meant, 
E. Well, I can say something very brief. 
I don’t need to indicate that he said 
anything to me. 

P. Yeah, that you understand that he 
has talked. I mean, not to the grand 
jury but to — E, Yeah, I think I could 
safegly go that far. ; 

P. And say that he should know that 
before he goes, and be prepared. E. Fri- 

day — I will call him in the morning, 

P, Let me put it this way: I do think 
We owe it to Chuck to at least—p, Sure. 
P. So that he doesn’t, I mean, go in 
there and well frankly on a perjury rap 
7— E. I_understand. I don’t think he is 
in any: danger on that but— 


‘ob says. you will have either seven’ 


—. 


‘€olson To Be Alerted 


P. Why wouldn’t he be in any danger, 
because he’s got his story and knows 


pretty. well what he is going to say? E.- 


Yeah, I think he is pretty pat, but I will 


talk to him in the morning and give 


him a cautionary note anyway. . 


P,.This urgent call may be just what ' 


we know, or it may be more of some- 


thing on our friend — E, Uh, huh. 


P. What’s that other guy — Hunt?’ 


E. Yeah 
P. There. isn’t a damn thing you can 


do about that either. E, No, I will tell’ 


you, I am going to probably see Klein- 
dienst sometime tomorrow and for any 
reason you don’t find me there, that’s 
probably where I am. 


P.. And with him on the Special Prose- ' 


cutor, say, look Dick, in view of the 
fact that the U.S. Attorney is now doing 
such a thorough job and since there is 
going to be definite results from it, it 
would be a terrible reflection on the 
system of justice. E, Right, 

P. And this Administration would be 
in effect admitting that the Justice De- 
partment was so corrupt that it couldn’t 
prosecute, E. Uh, huh. 


P. But if they prosecute a former At- | 


torney General John, what more can 
you ask? E. Pretty loose, pretty inde- 
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P. The only thing that concems me. 


is what they said about Strachan, and 
E. Yeah, well — P. You dori’t think that 
‘relates that closely? E. Let me talk with 
him tomorrow, and just see how much 
of that we have to swallow. He may 


object to some of that, and with good 


basis. So — 


P. You've got to figure this too on- 
Magruder. If .I could suggest it, Ma-. 


gruder probably believes he is telling 
what he knows. E. Yeah, 

P. On the other hand, this happened 
a long time ago, and Magruder is a very 
facile liar. E, Yes. P. And he could well 
be thrashing around a bit here and 


drawing conclusions, etc. etc, E, He. be-" 


lieves his own story. : 


P. Yes, what do you think? Because. 
some of this—E. Well, I'll you.. They’ 


told me that he was an extremely 
credible witness. P. Oh,-definitely, 
E. And I can see why. He comes 
across very sincere, very earnest and 
very believable, But of course, now you 
have to balance a lot of what he says. 
What he says I have no way of cor- 
roborating or not corroborating. 


P. You have:to-balance what he says - 


by the fact that he was very believable 


' when he lied. E. Yeah. That is what 


pendent. P. I really feel that.— E. Yeah | 
P. and that the Special Prosecutor | 


thing can only open other avenues po- 
tentially. I don’t mean that there is 


anything you want to cover up, but you | 


know. He will just go through and — 


E. I think it is folly, P. Don’t you think | 


so? E. Yes, sir. 
P. Dick could just say that there is 


i 


a difference of opinion, but this is it. | 
That I have decided it, and that he — | 


E. He wants. to talk to you about it, 
“but I think I can take care of it to- 


morrow without any problem. P. But if 
it is necessary for him to come in and 
for me to tell him that, I will tell him. 
E. Well, I think I can handle it. 


Impact On The Future 


** BL Now ‘wait a minute. 1 am not ad- 


verse to it. My feeling frankly is this: 
that you. know I was just thinking to- 
night as I was making up my notes for 


.this little talk, you know, what the 


hell, it is a little melodramatic, but it 
is totally true that what happens in this 
office in these next four years will prob- 
ably determine whether there is a 
chance and it’s never been done, that 
you could have some sort of an uneasy 
peace for the next 25 years. E, Uh, huh. 

P. And that’s my — whatever legacy 
we have, hell, it isn’t going to be in 


I say. 

P. Now the question is, how much 
of this is the truth and how much of 
it is something he believes to be the 
truth? 

E. About the only thing I can say is 
that it sounded credible, but I can’t 
vouch for it obviously. And that’s one 
of the reasons I want to get Gordon in. 

P. One last thing. How do you see 
the Mitchell scenario rolling out, John. 
Put yourself in his position and just 
sort of ruminate a bit, and tell me how 
you see it rolling out. E. Well, I would— 

P. First, you are convinced he will 
be indicted, are you? E. Yes. 

P. You are? E. I don’t think there is 
one chance in fifty that he won’t be. 

P, Allright, now. E, The court will 


| open and publish them and he will prob- 


: ably arrange to-come down and take 
| delivery of the— - . 

| P. Indictment? E. Indictment, and I 
; would guess he will hire F. Lee Bailey. 
' That would be my hunch. 


i _ Motions To Quash 


1 
P. Not a bad idea, E. He’s got one 
‘ problem in that the firm represents one 


. of the other defendants, but he may be 


getting a cesspool for Winnetka, it is . 


going to be there, E, Yep, yep. 
P. And I just feel that I have to be 
in a position to be clean and to he 


forthcoming, etc. That is why I think | 


that on the — E. I totally agree with 
that. P. Commiitee, out, etc. etc. E. I 
totally agree with that. - 

P. Re-think a little bit more about 
that Haldeman thing. My present think- 
ing, — he raised it himself you know, 
this business — but I just think you’ve 
got to fight for somebody. I don’t know. 
But what is your feeling at the moment? 
E. I don’t think he is in that bad shape. 
I may be kidding myself, but I ~ 


able to get around that. P. Uh, huh. E. 


Whoever he gets. will immediately move - 


for a change of venue and file 89 mo- 
tions. P.. Right. Motions to quash—E.: 
Sure, sure and—motions to disqualify 


the judge, attaching the legality of the’ 
Grand Jury and everything you could 


imagine. 

P. Won’t that take a little time? E. 
Yes sir, you bet it will! My hunch is that 
the soonest you could get a case like 
that to trial would be the Fall. Septem- 


ber or October—P, Really? E, Something _ 


of that kind. | 

P. That leaves the committee hang- 
ing for a while, I suppose. I don’t know 
whether that is good or not. E. Well I 
don’t think they would let the com- 
mittee proceed in the meantime. 


P. You don’t really? E. They. would 
use every effort to stop it, and I am 
just guessing, but just common sense 
tells me they could stop it. I don’t know 
the law. 

P.’One long shot, should you talk to 
Ervin? E. Should I? P. Yes. E. Confide 
in him? P. [Characterization deleted] 
E. Oh, I don’t think so, I can’t trust 
him P. [Characterization deleted] E. No, 
I can’t—I just wouldn't dare. Klein- 
dienst might at some time later. 

P. He should make the deal. I think, 
frankly, let’s get off the damn executive 
privilege. E. Get a little ride on it huh— 
while we can? 

P, Well at least I do think it would 
cool a little of the Congressional stuff, 
you know. E. Uh, huh. ty 

P. I really do, As I read the Congres- 
sional stuff, they say—they can’t un- 
derstand this or that or the other thing. 
Allright now we are—basically, also, : 
its bold. The President just says there 
is enough of this nonsense? We are 
going to fight. You see what I mean? 
E. Uh, huh, I get you. OK, it suits me. 

P. Puts the President in the position 
of being as forthcoming as we can— 
and the facts out. E. Yep 

P. And that’s that. And I am not 
concerned about the word backing off, 
etc. So, sure, we back off and that is 
the story for about two days. E. Yeah. P. 
Really. E, I think that is great. 

P. We have won lots of things with 
the Congress. We lose one. But you, 
in interpreting it, would say we have 
reached a compromise with the com- 
mittee, that. we limited it. to this, to 
charges of wrongdoing. E. Uh, huh. P. 
Right? E. And they. came along orally 
on the rules. 


Protection of Rules Noted | 


P. And the rules now provide ade- 
quate protection for executive. privilege 
and so the President says, let them 
all go. E. Yep, I-think that’s great. ; 

P.- But putting in the point, that the- 
President: directed it and I think the. 
idea that the President has stepped into 
this thing and has said, let’s get this 
thing done: E. Yep. 

P. And you go out and say the Presi- . 
dent says, look we have had enough 
talk, enough—[Material not related to 
Presidential actions deleted] key 

P. But when you are in a battle, 
if you are going to fight a batile, you 
are going to fight it to the finish. And 
the thing about Bob, as I say, is this: 
I get back to a fundaniental point. Is he 
guilty or is he not? In my view, he is 
not, you know. E, Yep. 

P. And if he isn’t—even if it means 
that the whole country and the Con- 
gress and all the members of the Senate 
and House say resign, resign, the Presi- 
dent says. No. I will not take a resig- 
nation from a man who is innocent. 
That is wrong. That is contrary to our 
system and I am going to fight for him. 

E. Uh, huh. 

P. If evidence is brought out to the 
contrary, fine. Then we will take a look 
at it. E. Well, that is another reason for 
putting his statement out, it seems to 
me. It is the standard that we are fly- 
ing, so to speak. Sure, they will shoot 
at it but if they never hit it, why then 
there is no room for argument. 


P, We can get that statement broadly 
circulated. What about, incidentally, 
now, about the drill of frankly telling 
our own leaders that and getting them 
maybe charged up a little on this? 

E. Well, I have been doing a little 


"thinking on that. I am not so sure until 


we wind out the whole judicial process 
here, that is the grand jury process, that 
you are really going to be in much a 
position to do that. I will give that 
some more thought, but— - 

P. You mean because something is 
going to come out of the grand jury? 
E. Yeah - you have sort of a half-told 
tale, 

P, Well you can say, look, I am speak- 
ing just for the White House staff, and 
they are going to go up and testify. 
” Now fellows, give them a chance. That 
is what I meant. E. Uh, huh, I get you. 
Well that at least—sure. 


- Dismissal for a Mistake 


P, And give-them a chance, Then you 
say, théy have all given swern state- 
ments on this thing, and we feel that 
we are due our day in court, etc., etc. 
E. Here’s a copy of Haldeman’s state- 
ment—P. That’s right. Uh, huh. E. Yeah. 
We could certainly do that without mak- 
ing reference to the other, P. Including 
Agnew, etc. E. And you could trace the 
history of our attempt to cooperate with 
Ervin. Tell them about that. 

[Material not related to Presidential ac- 
tions deleted] 

P. Fine, Well, John, you have had a 
hell of a week—two weeks. And of 
course poor Bob is going through the 
tortures of the damned. E. Yeah. That 
family thing is rough. 

P. I know the family thing. But apart. 
from the family thing, you know, he is 
a guy that has just given his life, hours 
and hours and hours you know, totally 
selfless and honest and decent. That is 


another thing! Damn it to hell, I am just 
about to say. Well you know you get 
the argument of some,. anybody that has 
been charged against, you should fire 
them, I mean you can’t do that. Or am 
I wrong? E, No, you are right. 

P. Well, maybe I am not right. I am 
asking. They say, clean the boards. Well, 
is that our system? E. Well that isn’t a 
system. You know, that is a machine. 
That’s— 

P. That’s right. I feel, honestly,—I 
mean, apart from the personal feeling 
we both have for Bob, don’t you? But 
you know, I raised this myself. One way 
out is to say, well look, as long as all 
these guys have been charged, out they 
go and they can fight this battle and’ 
they can return when they get cleared. 
It is not good, is it? 

E, You know I don’t think it is, I 
don’t think that is anyway to run a rail- 
road, I think— : 

P. I suppose that would probably be 
the deal of purists. What does Len think 
on that? Does he think that, or—E. I 
don’t know. I think you have to show— 
P. Well, that is irrevelant—E, some 
heart on the thing. 

P. Well, the point is, whatever we 
say about Harry Truman, etc. while it, 
hurt him a lot of people admired the old 
bastard for standing by people E. Sure— 
P. who were guilty as hell E. Yep. 

P. And damn it I am that kind of 
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person. I am not one who is going ta 
say, look, while this guy is under attack, 
I drop him. Is there something to be 
said for that, or not? : 

E, I don’t think, number one, I don’t 
think you would gain anything by it. 
The problem doesn’t go away. 

P. No they will say, oh, that Nixon’s 
top person, closest man to him, in the 
office four or five hours a day, and out 
he goes. Everything must be wrong! E. 
Yep - that is it. That is liking separating 
Siamese twins. 

P. We have done so many good things, 
you know, which Bob has worked on 
so arduously, and damn it, so there will 
be fragments here and there. Well, 
people make mistakes, but you don’t 
fire a guy for a mistake do you? E. No. 

P. Not for a well-intentioned mistake, 
But my whole view of drawing up the 


line. One point, you are going to talk 


to Dean? E. I am. 
Future as a Lawyer 
P, What are you going to say to him? 


E. I am going to try to get him around -: 


a bit. It is going to-be delicate. P. Get 
him around in what way? E. Well to get 
off this passing the buck business. P. 
John that’s— E. It is a little touchy and 
I-don’t know how far I can go, 

P. John, that is not going to help you. 
Look he has to look down the road to 
one point that there is only one man 
who could restore him to the ability to 
practice law in case things go wrong. 
He’s got to have that in the back of 
his mind. E. Uh, huh. _ 

P. He’s got to know that will happen. 
You don’t. tell him, but you know and 
I know that with him and Mitchell there 
isn’t going to be any damn question, 
because they gota bad rap. __ 

[Material not related to Présidential 


' actions deleted] 


P. You say that Dick was really 


' shaken? E, Yeah, he was. 


P. Damn it, I told him once, I said, 
Dick, the real target here is Mitchell. 
He said, oh, no, it can’t be! He’s got 
sort of the idea that probably it is 
Haldeman or Colson. E. Well I am sure 
he is going to call me the first thing in 
the morning. ~ 

'P. Yeah, but with him I would be very 
tough. I would say Dick—just don’t 
mess around—they are after Mitchell, 
and they are going to get him at the 
present time. At least, that’s what our 
information indicates and so here is 
where we go. 

E. He is probably doing a little check- 
ing with his U.S, Attorney tonight. 

P. Would he do that? E. Oh sure, sure. 
He has to make the ultimate prosecution 
decision, or else he has to delegate it 
to somebody, so he is ‘entitled to— 

P. Your point is that he would dele- 
gate it to Dean, I think the Dean is the 
best one to delegate it to, rather than, 
John, the suggestion that he resign and 
then we will put in another Attorney 
General. That would be a hell of an 
admission that, that we thought— 

E, He isn’t going to want to do that 
would be my guess. He isn’t going to 
want to resign at this point.- ae 

P. He shouldn’t. Well, you know, 
when I come to think about it, basically, 
he should for other reasons. If we could 
get the Elisberg case over, I would just 


like to get that F.B.I. fellow. Is there 
anyway at all—you are going to talk to 
Ziegler—that you can get out the fact 


_ that you have conducted a thorough in- 


vestigation? E. We will work on that. 
I think there is. 

_P.I think we have to get that out. 
Don’t you? E, I think so, The President 
is calling the signals, E. I suspect that 
somebody is going to put it together. 
My hunch is the New York Times will, 
You see, they have the story that Colson 
was in yesterday. gt 


‘President Calling Signals’ . >< 


P. They know that Mitchell was in. 
E. And, of course, all the wires have 
that Mitchell was in today. So, some; 
body is going to start stringing all this. 
together. ate 

P. So what would happen? You’d-havé 
Ziegler or yourself go out and say. yea 
I have seen them? Or you haven't 
thought that through yet? a 

E. I think I wouldn’t have to say that 
I have seen them. We could just ‘say 
that we have had a job of work going 
on for several weeks. net 

P. Well you could say that the Presi- 
dent, because of the charges that have 
been made, wanted an independent: in- 
vestigation made and he directed you- 
to make it. You have made an independ-. 
ent investigation of the situation be= 
cause the President wants it. If there is. 
anybody who is guilty in this thing, he 
must through the judicial processes be 
brought to the bar. Is that what you 
would say? me 

E. Or simply to aid you in analyzing: 
the steps that ought to. be taken here. 
You are being asked to do a lot of 


. extraordinary things ~. 


P. You could say the President wants: 
this matter cleaned up, once for all. 
E, Right. 

P. It has been hanging around and 


_ yakked about. Innocent people have 


been hurt in the process. Charges have 
been going around. Now we have a 
judicial process, and we want this thing: 
finished. ; . 

E..Beyond that, you have had all kinds 
of Senators and Congressmen calling 


' for the appointment of a Special Com- 
mission and all that kind of thing. ° 


P. So you're it. E. For you to come 
to any sort of a judgment on those 
kinds of proposals, you have to have a 
pretty clear understanding of the facts. 

P. Right. Well, with Dean I think you 
can talk to him in confidence about a 
thing like that, don’t you? He isn’t: go- 
ing to—. E. I am not sure—I just don’t 
know how much to lean on that ‘need 
at the moment. P, I see. E, But I..witl 
sound it out. eae 


‘We Don’t Want To Cover Up’ 
P. Well you start with the proposition, 


, Dean, the President thinks you have 
' carried a tremendous load; and his af- 


fection and loyalty to you is just un. 
diminished, E. Allright. P. And now, let’s 
see where the hell we go. E. Uh, huh. 

P. We can’t get the President involved 


"in this, His people, that is one thing. 


We don’t want to cover up, but theré 
are ways. And then he’s got to say, for, 
example? You start with him certainly 


Wan Beek _ 


on we pusiness of oe as mustce, 
E. That's right. 

P. Look, John—we nied a plan “fies 
And so that LaRue, Mardian and’ 


_ others—I mean, E. Well; Tam not, ‘gage 


_ E..Yeah. P. Right. E. Yeah, and you have: 


I can go that far with him: P. ‘No. He 
can make the plan up. E. I wilt sound i. "y 
out. P. Right. Get a good night’s sleep. ' 


E., Thank you, Sir. . L 
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P. Pll bet you do. You know in away. 


it is a curious thing—not curious. at: alk. 
—but, John, while it is terribly painful, 
of course, to goto that dinner tonightrsz: 
while it. is painful, I just- feel better 
about. getting the damn thing done:: ‘Of 
do you agree? E. Absolutely. - > 

P. I mean, after all, it is my job and: 
I don’t want the Presidency tarnished, 
but also Iam a law enforcement m 


to move on to more important things, 
P. Yes, that’s right. Ok,. boy, see your 
tomorrow. E, Right,-sir. © 


April 15,1973 


(10:35-11:15 PM) 


The President and Erlichman 
- Oval Office 


(Phone ring) 

P. Who all have you seen this morn- 
ing? E. Well, I have ‘Strachan up. there 
right now.-P. Yeah. I had.a call from. ; 
Kjeindienst.'E, Yeah. I heard yow did: 


-and I thought you ought to take it. He—. 
P, O Sure, sure, I did. I didn’t refuse. - 


He said “I should see you, and Id like 
to see you alone this afternoon. Today.” 
I said fine. He’s coming to the ehareh 


‘service. E. Yeah. 


P..?’m going to see him in the EOS. 


. He said. he had been up most of the 


night with Titus. Who is Titus? E,-U. S. 


Attorney in-the District. P: And what’s 
the other fellow’s name? E. Silbert. 


P. No not Silbert. E. ea P. Peter- 


‘sen. 


P. See if he wants [unintelligible] to- 
gether. So I would see what he has to 
say. E. OK. P. I assume it’s the special 
prosecutor thing, among other things, 
but what else I'don’t know, 


E, I don’t know either. He obviously 
got. Titus in ‘to find out what the prog- 
ress is in the grand jury; so he’s now— 
he’s now better posted than he has been - 
I’m sure, and he’s probably a little bitter 
with Titus for not keeping him better 
posted if in fact he wasn’t. _ 

. P. With regard to [unintelligible] this 
special prosecutor thing, what line do 
yeu. want to take? E. Well—let’s think 
about it. He wants a special prosecutor 
so that-he. 


doesn’t have any—so that he. personally 
doesn’t taint the process by reason of 
his closeness to Mitchell.: And that 
makes sense. Sneed does not have that 
problem, and Sneed is controllable with- 


in limits, and I think he is credible, I 
’ may be wrong about his credibility. 


P, I agree with this, I think he’s credi- 
ble. The reason I think he’s credible is. 
something else—is that the grand jury 
I assume [unintelligible] come through 


thee 


. P. He can stay on as At- . 
torney General. ; 


E. He can stay on and so that he © 
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z with some dndioendtite, T mean, suppose 
- they:just indict Magruder and Mitchell 
- [unintelligible]. E. Yeah. P. ‘Well, that’s 
=the fish. E. Yeah.. P. The. big fish, E.. 
‘Yeah. ee 
- P. Damn ‘it, what more do they want? ; 
* Now- what's: the problem ‘with the spe- 


cial prosecutor? As I see ‘it, it just puts 


-another [unintelligible] loose [unintelli-. 


gible} around there. E. Well:the special’ 


prosecutor’... P. Reflectson E. will - 


second-guess Silbert. I assume will feel 


that his mandate is to . . ..P. Tear hell’ - 
out: ‘of the place?“ E. Yeah—yeah. P, . 


That’s right. E. And—that’s just an‘ad- | 
ditional risk which you wouldn’t have 


process, I just—I don’t think. 


P, [Unintelligible] with him: [unintel-. 
ligible] myself [unintelligible]. If not 
then, let’s face it; he hasn’t been very 
helpful throughout this thing. E, That’s 
right,- [Unintelligible] he stood as far 
away from it as he could get. 

P. And Mitchell let it get away from 
him. A little [unintelligible]. Is that 
what he said to you? E. Yeah. He ex- 
pressed real bitterness. P. You didn’t 
get Colson yet? E. Not yet.-No. He’s. at 
church apparently. Ziegler will be here 
at church, He’s coming over. So I’ll see. 
him while you're seeing Kleindienst. P. 
I suppose Colson’ is - [unintelligible] 
Hunt, and Bittman. which; of iberg 
could tie Colgon- in, right?: E.: ‘Yeah. 

P. Up tohis navel. There’s © not” a 
denn thing:you can do about that: is 

e John? E. No, really not, not at 
ie nt You have ‘to ‘depend:.on 


S natural ares and ‘Secretive: 
“”, of that as near as I can tell... 
5 ‘Joh “there is ‘nothing: in it for 


Hunt. Let me ask this, [unintelligible] 
aa back over everything he’s done prior 
‘that time. E. Well... 


: He’s a' good man—good man. E, I tnink 
~ he,-I think he’ll do fine. You see... 


P. [Unintelligible] you éxpect. anyone 
[unintelligible] I was cogitating last. 
night, and we've got the people that 


‘can—-I mean. of the obstruction of jus 


tice thing, which I think is our main: 


problem at this time—well of coursé ‘it: 


is the main problem because it involves : 


the other people. E. Yeah. 


P. Otherwise it’s just Chapin. E. Yes, 


Chapin. P. -and- Mitchell. E. Yeap,, P. 


Magruder. E. Yeah. P. ‘Possibly. Dean, 
‘but a-...E. Mardian and LaRue: P. . 


[Unintelligibie] on the [unintelligible] of 


__ the case? E. LaRue. P, igs got him on 


- with the Dean who’s been a part ofthe _ 


.Magruder has? E. Yeah. 


that too? E. Yeah. Yeah. P. You mean 


P. That’s going to be hard. This: fel- 


low’s lied twice to [unintelligible]? E..- 


That's right. That’s true. P. The ‘people 
‘you've’ ‘got with obstruction are Hunt 
and Goldblatt and Bittman, right? E. Oh, 


- Rothblatt the lawyer. P, Rothblatt? E, 


Yeah, right. Well, i don’t think Bittman 


‘is going to testify. I would be ‘very 


surprised if he did. P. Why? E. Well.. 
P. Get him involved in obstruction of : 


‘ justice? E. Well I. just don’t think—I 


think, I'm just guessing here, my guess 
is that he’s worked himself out a Haven 
in all of. this. 


P, Wouldn’t serve his. interests. to geb 


“involved in the obstruction of justices | 


He’s basically almost a bag man, not, Ae 


_ bag man, but a message. carrier,; ign’t’ 
’ he? E. No, No. — was an instigator =, 


“P. There might be something? E. Well, : 


tie’s up on, apparently, he. has perjured 


: himself.a second time. Gee, he perjured 


himself at: the trial, then he was grant- 
ed immunity, came back into the grand 
jury, and: perjured himself again. The 


-U. S. Attorney is looking down his 


throat and could say to him look, I can 
forget some of these counts if you're 
a@.good boy now. 

*P. Yeah, but the point that I make i is 
thiss really, of course, you know, its 
‘the limits of his entre E. mmbhuh- 
mmhuh. 

oP, If he testifies fast on- Watergate 


~ that’s fine. He isn’t going to get a damn 
- thing more than anybody else. E. I 


don’t see any incentive.for him to go 
broader, and I haven’t heard’ a whiff of 
‘that. 

P. [Unintelligible] pine him immunity 
for that? I suppose, or would they? E. 
i don’t know. I don’t think they can 


-: give him immunity at this point, 


P, [Unintelligible] talked with Strach- 


‘an? E, Yes, sir, just about ten minutes 


ago. And I’ve been doing all the talking 


’so far. P. [Unintelligible] trying to talk 


[unintelligible] E. What Magruder had 


’ said about him and so forth. So. P. [Un- 


intelligible] es [unintelligible] for -re- 
moving him? E 


' concerned about their families, That's 


' He was concerned about his fee.: And. 


... P, Oh really John? E.. Yeah;: Yeats: 
So he was one of the active promoters’ 
tBtES. * 
P. [Unintelligible] me what you: ‘and? 
{unintelligible] say on the’ obstruction’ 
thing. What was involved? I aang fromm, 
our side, our guys. : 
E. Well you had defendents wha’ Ww 


* understandable. You had lawyers who ., 


. Not yet. Not yet. P. ° 


were concerned about. their fees. and.” 


‘ that’s less understandable. 


P, Oh, yes. It’s understandable, E. well. 
I mean in terms of the end result. You, . 
had a campaign organization that ‘was. 


‘concerned about the success of its 


paign.... P. Yes. E.. And didn’t want.- 

these fellows to say anything in public’. 

that would disrupt the campaign. . ‘ 
P. Is that legitimate to want people . 


_ not to say it out in public which [un- . 


intelligible]?. E. I think so, I think so. 
And then you had a ..... P. No, but I 
mean, say something in public that 
would disrupt the campaign or because 
it would embarrass people? E. Sure. 

P. Cover up, you mean? It would im- 
peach the campaign in effect. But at the 
same time a lot‘of those same people 
who had that legitimate motive—Hello 


- [unintelligible]. [Voice: Hello, sir. (door 


opens and closes)] they had the same 


‘people who had that legitimate motive 


had an illegitimate motive because they 
were involved in-protecting their. own 
culpability and here we’re talking about: 


LaRue, Magruder, Mitchell possibly. 

P. [Unintelligible] they wanted the de- 
fendents to shut up in court? E. Certain- 
ly, certainly. P. So you would say, you. 


could say ...E. You have. P. In other 
words you have Dean we'll say, now 


let’s take Dean, E. All right. 

P, As a case in point. This says some- 
thing that Dean was. not—we could get 
him out of it—he could weasel out. I 
say weasel out; he says he’s not involved 
in the prying. 

E. Well, see, Dean’s problem 4 is that 
he was in touch with these committee 
people who could to Dean express a 
benign motive and at the same time had 
a corrupt motive, If I were Dean, I 


would develop a defense that I was be-. 


ing manipulated by people who had a 
corrupt motive for ostensibly a benign 
motive. And in point of fact . 

P. Some did have benign motives, E. 
That’s right. You take a fellow like 
Shumway over there for instance... 
P. Yeah, E. Who has to think about the 
P.R. of the campaign. 

P. Making statements. Well for ex- 
ample it’s the—it’s like in the very 
tangential, and it’s only tangentially that 
it touches you and Bob. You know 
I oo that momnneny came to you. E 
Ye 


P. I mean you said go talk to Kalm- 
bach. If you were talking about keeping 
[unintelligible] if you know the defend- 
ents were guilty, and if you didn’t know 
who élse was [unintelligible]. £. That’s 
correct. P, And you just thought that 
they [unintelligible]. E. Well you know, 
the thing that ran through my mind... 
P. Yeah. E. Was Howard Hunt has writ- 
- ten 40 books, and P. Yeah. 

E. Howard Hunt was worried about 
the support of his family. And I could 
see Howard Hunt writing an inside 
expose of how he broke into the Dem- 

_ocratic National Headquarters at the re- 
‘quest of the Committee to Re-elect the 
President. P. Yeah. ; 

E. Now, if I had a choice between 
getting contributions for the support of 
Howard Hunt’s family. P. Yeah. And 
that’s . . . E. And that was pretty easy. 
My cae T suppose they would say though 

c: | ary 


E. Oh, didn’t care what Howard Hunt 
said to the Presecutor. He can say any- 
thing he wanted to the prosecutor in a 
secret--in a secret session. That didn’t 
hurt us. P. It was all secret then, E. The 
Grand Jury was secret. P. The Grand 
Jury was all operating at that time. 

_E. Sure. P. It hadn’t come to trial? E. 
Sure—it didn’t come to trial until after 
the election. P, Yeah. [Unintelligible]. 
E, So. 

P, I think [unintelligible] it was—no- 
body was trying to keep hirn from tell- 
ing the truth to the Grand Jury—to 
: shut him up to the Grand Jury? 

E. I can say in trath and candor that 
Dean never explained to me that there 
was any kind of a deal to get these 
guys to lie or to change their stories 
or to refuse to testify to the trial af the 
action or anything of that kind. That 
was just never discussed. So I don’t 

. feel too uncomfortable with this. 

P. Another [unintelligible] if Kisin- 

dienst resigns, E. If Kleindienst resigns, 


82 


that says there is something wrong with 
the Justice Department. 

P. So you would keep him. E. At this 
point. P. Even if he disqualifies himself? 
E. That’s right—which wouldn’t be any- 
thing too new. P. Sure. E. Now he may 
have some . P. Other information? 
E. Yeah, or technical reason or some- 
thing of that kind. 

P. [Unintelligible] may have some in- 
formation aside from the Grand Jury 
that I don’t know if [unintelligible]. 


E. I have a call in for him and the 
operators left it over here. The reason 
that I do is that he never did pin down 
for me what it is that he wants me 
to do. Now I’ve tended to him as I 
think I had to. P. Good. 

E. And he said well I’! check it and 
be in touch with you tomorrow, So fine. 
I left word over there that I am here. 
That’s the only, the only reason for my 
call. And you might ask him if there 
is anything we ought to do here in the 
light of developments, but I do feel 
that—thank you [coffee dishes clatter- 
ing]J—I do feel that there is nothing 
new in what I have beyond what Ma- 
gruder has already told me, so I think 
it’s largely academic.: 


P. [Unintelligible] E.. Yeah. P. [Unin- 


telligible] E. Titus would have told him . 


last night what Magruder said, and so 
he will, this morning, have I think as 
much knowledge about this thing as we 
have. There may be one or two—one 
or two details that. 

P. But Magruder said they: are hot 
‘after Colson. E. Suspicion. P. Or Ma- 
gruder’s attorneys say that. Magruder 
‘had nothing on Colson. E. No. The one 
phone call is the only incident that he 
has to relate. 


‘Going After Colson’ 


P. His attorney says I think they’re 
hot in going after Colson. E. Yeah. P. 
The reason there of course is Hunt. E. 
Right—the association. P. Yeah. E. And 


that’s natural. You’ve got a guy in the. 


case that ._. 

P. Well Hunt [unintelligible] Colson. 
E. Yeah. Hunt has to know it. 

P. What do you do about Colson, 
John? E. I don’t think there’s much to 
do at this point. He’s P. Yeah. E. he’s 
building his own defenses. I assume 
that he’s doing whatever has to be done 
with. Hunt—that only he could do. 

P. So, but, but ... E. Well you know 
he’s, I'm sure, has had surreptitious 
contact with Hunt. 

P. Yeah, He says [unintelligible] take 
care of your kids. E. And I think 
Chuck’s natural proclivities will P. Do 


~ everything. E. do anything we ‘can pos- 


sible do. 

P. See [unintelligible]. There isn’t a 
hell of a lot more they can tell us that 
Magruder hasn’t told [unintelligible] E. 


: That’s right. 


P. In other words, there isn’t a hell 
‘ef a lot they can gain by... 


what was 


‘the, what could Liddy [unintelligible] 
ito corroborate Magruder? 


E. That’s all he could do. At this point 
Magruder gives them everything they 
could have hoped to ee | from mae: 


Liddy’s Sentence Discussed 


P. [Unintelligible|—How do you get 
Liddy’s sentence cut down? [Unintel- 
ligible] E. It may be too late for him. 

P. J wonder if it is. Huh? Or is it? E. 
Yeah. He was only ... P. Why didn’t 
he talk [unintelligible]? E. I don’t know. 
I really don’t. I don’t understand him 
at all and Magruder paints him as 
really weird—really weird. 

P. [Unintelligible] guy. E. And all 
kinds of things. And there are all kinds 
of Liddy stories running around. 

P. Well I [unintelligible] down. I want 
to see what Kleindienst told [unintel- 
ligible] and since he’s asked I will. E. 
Pil be here and if you want me for 
anything why just holler. 

P. Well look, Yll just listen to him. 
He has come in so often. I can say on 
LT.T., of course, we didn’t—my basic 
responsibility [unintelligible] McClaren 
settied this case or something like that, 
and a E. Yeah, P: [unintelligible] E. No, 
that wasn’t to settle a case. P. No, not 
settle E. That was not to file an action. 
You remember they were about to file 
a law suit and 


Says: Flanigan Found Out 


P. How did we know about it? E. 
Flanigan found out about it. P. You 
came and told me? E. I came and told 
you about it. P. Why. [unintelligible] 
may have forgotten the details. 

P. Why didn’t we think they should 
file an action? E. Well P. I am sure it 
was a good reason. E. Yeah. We had a 
run P. [unintelligible] we had a run- 
away anti-trust division at that point. 

P. Yeah, and I had been raising. hell 
with McClaren E. That's right. P. on all 
this, and I said now this is a violation 
of my policy—E. not on, P. [unintelli- 
gible] a violation of rules that I had 
laid down with McClaren. E. And I will 
testify to my dying day that our ap- 
proach to antitrust cases has [unintel- 
ligible] virtually without variation, on 
policy rather than the merits of the 
individual case. 

P. Wasn’t that case [unintelligible]? 
E. There was one exception to that and 
that was that Granite City Steel case 
where we criticized their analysis—the 
Council of Economic Advisers did. 

P. Yeah. E. And we went back on. 
them on the specific case rather than 
just the general policy. That was on a 


factual issue. 


Advice From Kleindienst 


P. What the hell was it, John, that 
[unintelligible] Kleindienst. Here’s this 
guy, you know, who is really good 
hearted and worked hard and all that 
sort of thing and went down to the wire 
and so forth. His advice has been just 
wrong. 

E. I think he felt, and I have not 
talked to him about this, but I think 
he felt that if he involved himself in ~ 
this case at all in Mitchell’s behalf, that 
eventually it would have tainted the 
whole proceeding and maybe redounded 
to Mitchell’s disadvantage— P, Right 
=. and— P. Oh I suppose that’s [unin- 
telligibleJ], E. and that Mitchell’s best 
chance— 

P, ’'m not speaking in Mitchell’s be- 


He. 


half but I am just thinking of—just so 


snat we would be [unintelligible], or try | : 


to know how. [unintelligible]. E. Well— | 
yeah—that’s” true. .P. spat anna E. 


P. All you were ever aaken was the | 
” general question, what’s going on. 

E. Yeah. _He—well, this is kind of .. 
interesting. I may have told you about : 
‘this, but the U.S.. Attorney. now feels ' 
‘that Dean overreached them by. provid- 
ing information out of the grand jury. 
to ‘the: Committee for the Re-election. 
I think that may be legitimate criticism . 
if. he in fact did that. On the- other 
hand, for him to provide us with infor- 
mation inside, for the orderly operation 
of the government, is another matter. 
That’s two: quite different things. If you 

- peddle information from a grand jury 
to the outside, or if you peddle it inside 


‘to people ‘who are responsible, P. [Un- - 


“ intelligible] 
E. Oh that was, let me think. P. [Ur- 
intelligible] Grand Jury at that point. 
E..He had information on who was 
going to be called as witnesses so that 
apparently Mardian was able to get 
around and coach witnesses. P, Did 
_ Mardian coach them? ‘ 

-E, In some cases Mardian, I guess, 
was very ‘heavy-handed about it, and—’ 
. Py Well, is ‘there anything wrong with : 
that? E, Yeah, well there’s something , 
wrong with— P. He was not their at- 
torneys is the problem? 

E. Well, no, the problem—the problem 
is he asked them to say things that 
.weren’t true. P. Oh. E. When I say coach | 


I use the world-Ioosely, and—.P.: [Un- -. 


intelligible] 

E. Well no, a fellow over there named 
Porter—Bart Porter for one.. P. Where 
is he now, in jail? E. No, he’s in business 

somewhere, and he will probably ne: 
indicted. P. They coached him to w hat, 
did he say? E. Say. P. Was he one 
the buggers over there? | 


‘E. No,.--Oh no, he worked for the! 
Committee, worked for the Committee, 
but they asked him about higher-ups 
and: about whether there was any [un- | 
intelligible] and so on so forth. P. How 
was he in the deal? How would he know 
about. it? E. He worked over there in ' 
Magruder’s office, and he apparently 


passed money to Liddy from Sloan and - 


was privy to quite a lot of the infor- 
mation. 

P: I though John [unintelligible] Liddy 
‘to take money for that [unintelligible]. 

E, Apparently he did. Well I don’t 
. Mean after—I mean. to pay for equip- | 
ment and to. P. Oh [unintelligible] E 
. That’s ght 

Sympathy for Porter 

P. Why the hell didn’t the grand jury 


"indict him? E. Well. because they didn’t. . 


have the; they didn’t have the evidence. 
There was a cover story which Mardian 
and others cooked up, and Porter, who 
corroborated the cover story, is now 
_ indictable for perjury. He is a little fish 
who got caught in the net. 
P. Poor son of a bitch. It’s wrong. 
It’s wrong. E. The whole things is just 
. monumentally tragic. P..It is. Now don’t 
let it get you down. E. Well that’s right, - 
that’s right, and it'll pass. P. Dean is 
concerned, and concerns me. E. Yeah. 
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P. I don’t think he could have. been 
that active in the pre—the post yes— 


the pre things. Magruder, Magruder may © 


be [unintelligible] a little. [unintelligible] 
in some of that stuff. E, Well, I’ve got 


.to get. him in, and rT bape to see him 


today. 


‘P. He would not [unintelligibley Dean 
[unintelligible] According .to Dean’s ' 
-story about those meetings which he 
told’ me is about. [unintelligible]. Ma- - 


gruder’s. E..That’s right. That's right. 

P. He says, he says look we shouldn’t 
be talking about such things. E. I know. 
P. Particularly in the office of Attorney 
General.. Magruder says he approved 
the million dollars—that’s about right. 
E, And that Mitchell was the one who 
disapproved it. 

P, Well this would. [unintelligible] 
Magruder / Dean 
Cause Dean shows up very prominently 
in the whole Magruder thing. — 

P. And Dean was in Florida you said 
on some. occasion? Remember the Flo- 
rida trip you told me about? E. No, No. 
The three people there—Mitchell was 
already down there—Magruder and La- 
Rue went down, 

P, For what purpose? E. Brought him 
the final Liddy proposal. P. The two 
fifty? 

'E _With the Watergate and the Fon- 
taine Bleau and the McGovern head- 
quarters: spelled out. 

P. How did Dean find out? Dean find 
out that there was a three—three things 
on a list? He knew that, and went up 
and told Mitchell about that. E. Yeah, 
and I, P. How did: Dean know that? E. 
I don’t know. I don’t know how he knew 
that. I assume that at some point in 
time Magruder told him that. P. I. see. 
Magruder talks pretty much doesn’t he? 


_E. Mmhuh. -P. [Unintelligible] 


E. Yeah. And'in a lot of these things, 
of course, he had a lot of different 
versions of everything, but I think it’s 
reasonable to assume that he passed 
that along. to Dean. P. Sure. 

E. Mitchell phoned me this morning 


‘to say that Daniel Schorr: had been on 


the shuttle when he rode back to New 
York. P. CBS caught him? E..Yeah, and, 
well no, they saw him here. P. Yeah. 

E. And then they sent somebody out 
to the airport. P. [Unintelligible] 

E, And so, he said to Schorr he didn’t 
know. anything about .the . Watergate, 
and he didn’t think anybody. cared about 


the Watergate and he had just been. 
down to the White House and he hadn’t ~ 


seen the President. That was all that 
he said. He is looking forward to testify- 
ing before the Ervin Committee, and so 
forth. So he called me this morning 
just to say that. P. [Unintelligible] 


Concern Over the Press 


E. He wanted us-to know what he had 
actually. said in case there was any 


press report to the. contrary. 


P. Well Ziegler should simply say, yes 
he was here to see you [unintelligible] 


_ it’S true [unintelligible], E. Don’t have 


any comment on that. P. No comment— 


. that’s [unintelligible] What do you think? 


E. I think that’s the only way to handle 
it. P. [Unintelligible] handle it [unintel- 


‘ligible]. I have no information on the 


subject. I have no information on the 


ale E. Right. P. Ziegler ‘ieee 


[unintelligible]? E. - 


telligible] 
E. ’'m glad you complimented him last © 


night. That's. P. [Unintelligible] stay 


right at the [utieteltgible|, E. [Unintel- 


_ ligible} 


P. He is ‘a good man. They ine it. 


They know it. You’ve got to give them... . 


their stories. They respect him for it. 
E. I thought you were going to go with 
the Biblical conclusion that the guy who 
serves two masters, but. a P. Yeah. E. 
he will hate the one and love the other, 
but a—[laughter]. P. Yeah. [unintelligi-. 
ble] E. Yeah, that’s the one. P. [Unin-~ 
telligible) turn around and [unintellible]. 

E, We are at kind of an ebb tide right 
now in this whole thing, in terms of 
the media, as I see it. They are all a. 
little afraid to get too far out dn a limb 
‘on this ’cause they think something’s 
going on with the committee negotia- 
tions,.and there’s no new news break- 
ing, and so they are kind of. P. Waiting. 
E. waiting. . 

P. Yeah—they’ll get a full tide when 


; they get to the Grand Jury. E. Well 


sure, but now is a good time for us to 
fill that vacuum. 

P. Oh, yes—-a little news. E.. Yeah. 

P. Sure—let ’em know other things 
are going on. E, Yeah. a 

P. I read [unintelligible] front page 
the Haynes Johnson. [unintelligible] 
story today about—story on [unintel- 
ligible]. E. I haven’t had a chance to: 
read that. I saw the headlines. P. It’s 
not corroborated of course, but they 
said their survey of the country and all 
showed that the President’s support that 
first the support regarding the war was 
not [unintelligible]—the economy is the 
problem [unintelligible] but the overrid- 
ing issues that are [unintelligible] Water- 
gate. [unintelligible], but John that is 
just not true. E. Yeah. . 

P. Of course Gallup come up tomor- 
row and show—he’ll show that [unin- 
teiligible] another poll out there [un- 
intelligible]. Lock you can’t go the [un- 
intelligible] you can’t: go to the—you’ve 
been around here, E. That's right—that's 
right. 

Pp. Its a- pervasive issue [unintelli- - 
gible]. Go-in and out of the hotel . 
they’ve— E. Yeah. 

. P, Yelling. Watergate, Watergate. Tell 
us about Watergate. Seriously, it’s a hell 
of a Washington story. E. And Haynes 
Johnson, of course, is notorious for 


finding what’s he’s looking for. 


P, Of course, E, You remember after 
the election and that great national 
survey. 

P. Yeah. Yes, and also that he {un 
intelligible] practically killed him to do 
it; first, [unintelligible] in this same 


‘piece that these people were not [unin- 
‘ telligible]. E. Mmhuh. 


P. Now—lunintelligible]. But then, 
but ‘it’s, we have to—we go through 


~ these cycles too, John, I mean this is a 


little more—more—shall we say a big- 
ger-cycle than. most because. of the 


" enormous—a combination of Watergate 
_a7it usually is a one issue thing. 


E. Yeah, 

P. Now it’s a combination of the 
Watergate plus the—these guys say it’s 
the Watergate—[unintelligible]. ; 

(Materials Not Related to Présidential 


. Actions Deleted) 


April 15, 1973 
(1:12-2:22 P.M.) 


The President and Kleindienst 
EOB Office , - 


P. Well. K. How you feeling? P. Fine- 
fine—a little tired—I’ve been working 
very hard as you can imagine with 
everything. 

K. Last night after the White House 
Correspondents’ Dinner, at midnight, 
Henry Peterson called me, quite agi- 
tated—after which he and Earl Silbert, 
who is the Chief Assistant U. S. At- 
torney who tried the Watergate matter 
and Harold Titus came over. Titus is 
the United States Attorney., 

P. Like some coffee. Would you like 
coffee? K. No, thank you sir. P. Coca- 
cola? K. Nothing, thank you. I'd like a 
glass of water if I may. P. Glass of wa- 
- ter—and some coffee—Chief. 


K. The purpose of it was to give me 
the benefit of what had transpired on 
Thursday, Friday’ and Saturday with 
Magruder, and then what had been 


transpiring for a week with John Dean . 


and his attorneys. 


P. They didn’t negotiate with Dean 
I understand.. K. John has some at- 


torneys—I don’t recognize the names. © 


P. Attorneys? K. Yes. P. Good, age 
he’s got one. 3 

K. The posture that Dean and his at- 
torney, that they're exploring the legal 
situation with the understanding if they 
don’t work out some kind of a strong 
arrangement then anything that is said 
or represented by either John or the 
attorney will not be used. P. Hhmm. 
K. Kind of an exploratory situation P. 
Yeah. ; 

K. I wanted to see you and why I 
wanted to see you immediately, by my- 
self is that. P. No problems then—in 


séeing me by myself. If you want, I 


mean. K. Yes, Sir. 

P. I guess with Cabinet people and 
the rest they always can. I have other 
people in, Dick, as you know, so that 
nobody keeps the damned notes out of 
the Cabinet. My understanding is— 

K. I talked to John Ehrlichman last, 
night. Also P. Yeah—he told me that 
you wanted to come in, and I’ said 
“fine” 

K. When I talked to him last week 
TI didn’t think there would be much ne- 
cessity to be here today, Sunday. P. 
This is Sunday, certainly. 

K. Magruder’s conversations and 
John’s conversations with attorneys, 
with every absolute certainty that Ma- 
gruder’s going to be put on before the 
grand jury. P. Are they going to call 
him back? K. Yeah. P. Oh, of course, 
because he’s going to plead guilty. K. 
He’s going to plead’ guilty and he’s 
_ going to tell.everything he knows P. 
Sure. 

K. That kind of information is not 
going to remain confidential. P. As you 


know, the—-we have no,—I have not - 


and I would not try to get information 
from the grand jury, except from you. 
_K. Right. 
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Dean Taken Off Job 


P. And we have not. But the reason 
—the reason that I am aware about the 


Dean thing—I have taken Dean off the- 


matter, of course. I had to. As far as 
what he was reporting here at the pres- 
ent time. I put Ehrlichman on. P. Ehrl- 
ichman’s conducted his own investiga- 
tion which I told him to give you. He 
says it’s now not going to mean much 
because he says Magruder frankly cor- 
roborates everything that he thought 
[unintelligible] K. Yeah. 

P. Except that Magruder may—you 
can’t tell, in his view, that you can be- 
lieve everything Magruder says because 


Magruder’s apparently got a—K. Got a | 


self-interest involved. 

P. He’s got his self-interest and you 
don’t know whether he’s going to drag 
this fellow or that fellow or whatever 


: the hell is. You know that’s the trouble 


when a guy starts lying and, you know 
— I mean — wondering whether Ma- 
gruder is telling the whole truth on 
John Mitchell—you know, Mitchell— 
have you talked to Mitchell? i 

K. N6 and I’m not going to. I don’t 
think that I can talk to him. 

P. I think you should know, Mitchell 
insists—I didn’t talk to him. You know, 
I have never asked him. Have you ever 
asked him? K. No sir. We have never 


‘discussed the matter. 


P. I never have either. I asked Bill 
Rogers about that. I said, Bill, should I 
ask him? No, John Mitchell’ And so I 
asked Ehrlichman. I said, now I want 
you to ask him. K. Yeah. 

-P, What I was going to say—the only 
information that we have is the Ma- 
gruder information and the Dean. in- 
formation and that’s enough. K. Yeah— 
that’s what we have here. The difficulty 
as outlined by. ° 

P..The special prosecutors? K. No. 
No. The difficulty with respect to some 
of the information as outlined. I stayed 
up until five o’clock this morning with 
these people going over and over it 
again. P. Right. 

K. [unintelligible] basic things where 
Dean implies——[unintelligible]. The bas- 
ic problem that— it’s possible that Dean 
might testify to, what Magruder will 
testify to, and then you’ve got Strachan 
or somebody like that. He was on 
Haldeman’s staff. There is a ‘possible 
suggestion that. Haldeman and Ehrlich- 
man ah, as yet—it looks that way— 
whether there is legal proof of it so far 
as that—that they. P. Indicating what? 

K.. Well, knowledge in this respect, 
or knowledge or conduct either before 


or after the event. But that in any © 


event, whether there’s— 

P. Both Haldeman and Ehrlichman? 

K. Yes. Whether it’s sufficient to 
bring about an indictment as a result 
of the course the testimorry implies. 
There will be statements made, circum- 
stantial evidence depicted P. Right. 
K. That could raise a very serious ques- 
tion with respect to both of them. 
That is my primary reason for talking 
to you [unintelligible]. P. Sure-sure. K. 
I thought you ought to know. 

P. Who told you this? Silbert? XK. 
Yeah. P. So he says he gets his infor- 
mation from whom? Dean? K. Dean 
with respect to some statements that 


Ehrlichman is supposed to have made 
after the event. There’s no suggestion 
that John Ehrlichman knew anything 
about it before. P. Yeah. K. As to Bob, 
this fellow Strachen [pronounciation]. 
is that his name? 

P. Strachan. K. Strachan? 

P,. He worked for him, He’s a guy 
who worked for Haldeman, down in 
the basement. K. Well, we haven’t real- 
ly gone all the way with him yet. He’s 
kind of fishing around, you. know, as 
to what he’s going to say and what’s 
he’s not—he’s- being a little bit sugges- 
tive but there will be the probability 
that Strachan might provide testimony 
that would— 

P. Implicate Haldeman? K. Would im- 
plicate Haldeman and it wouldn’t be 
direct, precise testimony. 

P. I have asked both Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman. K. I know you have. , 

P. And they have given. me absolute 
—you know what I mean. You can only 
it’s like—you would, you'd believe John 
Mitchell, I suppose, wouldn’t you? I 
don’t believe Haldeman or Ehrlichman 
could ever—you -know—[unintelligible] 
hurt to be so close to people and yet 
I think of— 

K. John Mitchell and I were a little 
off more by ourself. [unintelligible] But 
the difficulty with respect to Bob and 
right now they do not think that they 


: are going o have the kind of legal evi- 


dence that would lead to indictment. 


: However,-they all feel that as a result 


of. the closed testimony — a matter 
which is going to come out. It will be 
circumstantial, an association, an in- 
volvement, and it’s going to be— 

P. Why don’t you do something about 
it? K. Well, I think that that’s part of 


, the problem. The evidence with respect 


to those now who would have knowl- 


“edge of this before June 17th, ’cause 


it’s going to come out. You take some 
of the evidence with respect to Dean. 

P. Dean was in the meetings. Dean 
claims that he said no. And Mitchell 
does too. And that’s what you've got 
to live with. K. But then they feel the 
serious aspect of the conduct there- 
after came in the, according to this 
testimony, that, with respect to ob- 


. struction of justice. 


Rehearsed and Rehearsed 


P. Right 
K. —and that is the admission that 


| LaRue, Mardian, Dean say that. he was 


rehearsed and rehearsed and coached 
and coached by LaRue, Mardian, Mitch- 
ell, Dean, all for. his initial testimony 
before the Grand Jury. Well, Magruder 
could testify that he believed that— 
there’s two. things—the obstruction of 
justice and suborning a witness of 
perjury. 

P. That could get them all on that. 


_ K. And if LaRue, Mardian, Dean, Mitch- 
' ell said no. we didn’t do, that bet we 


were told what the story was—we did 
nothing. 
P. They would question that. K. Any- 


- way, that’s certain to be known to the 


prosecutor. P. That’s right. 
K. With respect to the money that 


‘ was available and used for attorneys 


supporting these defendants. 
P, Mm, huh. The motive I think you 
passed that on ‘to Ehrlichman—after 1 


raised the question. A motive was. in- ! 
volved there huh? K. About the mon- . 
ey? P. Yeah. K. You know. 

P. If the money was raised. K. If 
you plead guilty and he’s guilty there’s 
no crime committed. P. What’s that? 
K. That’s. —I don’t know. 

P. Explain that legal point please. 

K. Well, I inquired into it personally. 


Refers to All the Funds 


P. Of course I was thinking of the 
Berrigans and all the funds that have 
been raised through the years, Scotts- 
boro, etc. Nobody ever raised any ques- 
tion about it. If you raise money for 
the defense and it’s for support—and 
Elisberg—[expletive removed] in Ells- 
berg, the defense— - 

K. And likewise in this case, If I. 
had committed a crime and you know | 
about it and you say, “Kleindienst, you | 
go in the Court and plead guilty to the | 
commission of that crime and. here is 


ten thousand dollars, you know, to tide | - 


you over and so forth.” 
P. That isn’t a crime? : 
K. No. On the other hand, if you 
know that I committed a crime. P. : 
Right. K. And you say, “you go in 
. there and plead guilty, and here is 


twenty-five thousand dollars on the | 


condition that thereafter you'll say 
nothing. You just make the plea, take 
the Fifth Amendment, the judge cites 
you for contempt, you’ve got to con- 
tinue to testify you don’t. You do not 
take it.” Then you are pow in a posi- 
tion of obstructing justice. 


‘P, Excuse me. if you’d explain that 7 
again. If you tell ’em—if you tell ’em?. 


—if you raise the money for the pur-; 
pose of telling them not to talk.” 

K, After he’s pleaded guilty. Let's} 
take the— : 

P. Well, they were all before the: 
Grand Jury at this’ point, Right? : 

K. And the judge says, “I’m going to; 
give you immunity—-I have ordered you j 
to testify to what you know.” He re-, 
fuses, takes the Fifth Amendment and , 


he’s: punistied for contempt. And you. 
give him twenty-five thousand dollars. 


[uintelligible] 

P. There was some thought that— 
that was all after the election that that 
happened, huh? 


After Liddy’s Conviction 


K, I don’t know but that happened 
after the conviction—after Liddy’s con- 
viction. . . 

P. Oh, in other words, the obstruc-- 
tion they are talking about is what 


acme 


awe 


happened after the conviction? K. Yes - 


sir. P. Rather than before the convic- 
tion? K. Yes sir, ‘ 

P. Well, who the hell would—you 
mean—but I can’t see Haldeman: or 
Ehrlichman or anybody in that [unin- 
telligible}- ; 

K. Well. P. No—I’m just asking. G@ 
Dean, ah, you mean that after that that 
they raised—they gave money for that 
purpose? K. For whatever they gave— 
let’s say that money was given to Liddy 
in connection with—and. ee: 

P. Let me say this—there isn’t any 
question that money that they have had 
on that or whatever—-Mitchell’s defense 


| 
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frankly—it would be—you know—these 
people had worked for the commit.ee 
and they were provided with money for 
their legal fees and for their suppert. 
That is—this is before their conviction. 
Now comes the point of after their con- 
viction. That’s when the case may ke, 
that’s when you get the jeopardy. K. Or 
if people are up for trial, Mr. President, 
you say. ; 
P. NO-No-no-I’m sorry—not convic- 
tion—but after their indictment. K. Yes. 
After the indictment “Here’s fifty thou- 
sand dollars, You plead guilty and there- 
after take the Fifth Amendment. If they 
offer you immunity, you know, not 
testify about anything.” If that’s.— 


P. And then you give em money? K.- 


Yes. P. That’s—I agree. K. Yes—ob- 
struction of justice. ; 

P. Yeah. If the purpose of it is to get 
them not to talk. In other words, not 
to carry out what the judge said. I can 
see that. Sure. 

K. What the situation really is, and 
that’s why I wanted to comunicate with 


you immediately, today, to keep this 


general story off the streets. 
P. Oh, hell—don’t they know about 
it? K. Tommorrow morning it’s likely to 


be all over town. Tuesday noon. 


P. Involving Haldeman and Ehrlich- 
man too? 

K. Yeah—just generally. This Sirica, 
Judge Sirica, is not enforcing the strict 
requirements of law with respect to 
secrecy in grand jury proceedings. ~ 


Report on Indictments 


P. Certainly the one with regard to 
Mitchell—do they, let me ask you this 
—do they tell you flatly Mitchell will 
be indicted? K. Yes. They do—so will 
Dean. 

P. Will be indicted? K. Yeah, P. Even 
without his testimony—they’re talking 
about it? K. Magruder’s testimony will 
be enough to indict him. P. Strachan— 
will he be indicted? K. They don’t know 
yet. Incidentally, Dwight Chapin testi- 
fied with respect to the so-called Segretti 
affair. P. Yeah. K. And said that Halde- 
man knew about it. ; 

P. That’s true, But that’s not some- 
thing. they’re in—because of Segretti— 
even though Segretti pleaded the Fifth. 
It’s just bull—the Segretti thing—it’s 
not this—it’s’ just. 

K. That has nowhere near the poten- 
tial of this situation. The only thing it 
does with respect to Bob, it casts a little 
bit of a taint, P. I know. K. That reflects 
upon the rest of it. 

P. Now what is your, what is your 
recommendation, then? 

K. Well, first I have this situation. It 
seems to me that so long as I do any- 
thing at the Department of Justice 1 
cannot hereafter be’ with Haldeman, 
Ehrlichman, Mitchell, LaRue. They won’t 


believe that we didn’t talk about the © 


Watergate case. 

P. Who can you have contacts with? 
Me? I shouldn’t be. 5 

K. I think it is—I don’t know whether 
I need contact anyone, Incidentally, 
there’s a—there’s a weak possible case 
on Colson. 

P. What is that? K. He knew about 


: and was involved in a conversation per- 


taining to money for Liddy’s projects. 
Called on Colson to make over there— 
to somebody else. : 


P. Yeah. I heard about that. K. You 
know. ‘Where the devil are Liddy’s proj- 
ects?”” So.— 

P. Colson denies this doesn’t he? K. 
Yes, He also did the unusual thing of 
hiring himself a lie detector test. P, Oh 
[expletive removed] 

K, Isn’t that a terrifying thing I’ve 
ever heard? P. Of course, I’m a great sup- 
porter of Colson’s. He’s been a brick 
as have all these people. But [expletive 
removed] that was a stupid thing. K. 
Just stupid. Crazy. Secondly— 

P. They consider there’s a weak case 
on him at this point. K.. Yes—and a 
very, very peripheral, weak case—prob- 
ably not an indictable case with respect 
to Ehrlichman and Haldeman. P. Yeah. 
K. Just learned that. 

P, O.K. You’re point is that it’ll break 
—that their names have be2n mentioned, 
K. You know—it’ll come out in trial and 
testimony. P. What’s your recommenda- 
tion on it? K. Well. 

P. Let me tell you what concerns me, 
if I may. I want to talk to the special 
prosecution a little bit. You know, it’s 
embarrassing and all the rest, but it'll 
pass. We've got to—we’ve got to just 
ride it through Dick. K. Yes. P, Do the 
best we can. Right? K. Yes sir. ‘ 

P. We don’t run to the hills on this 
and so forth. The main thing is to 
handle it right. K. Those are my inclina- 
tions Mr. President. P. Well you know— 
we’ve got to handle it right. K. That’s 
right. P. And naturally because of your 
association with John Mitchel! you 
would have to disqualify yourself K. 
Mardian, La Rue. 

P. Oh—you know them all. Right - 
right - right. Now the difficulty with 


the special prosecutor—it gets a guy 
into the [expletive removed] thing. First 
it’s a reflection— it’s sort of an ad- 
mitting mea culpa for our whole system 
of justice. I don’t want to do that. I 
think what you ought to do—agreed— 
the Dean doesn’t know probably any- . 
thing about criminal law. K. He doesn’t 
know anything about this case either. 
P. About this case—but I think that 
the Dean—the Dean is a decent, honor. - 


- able man and you step aside, say that 


the Deputy Attorney General of the 


: United States will be in charge of this 


matter. And you say to him and [unin- 
télligible]. K. Don’t understand—I think 
he ought to [unintelligible] 


P. No question about Silbert and those 


‘guys going after it. nd I—let me ‘tell 


you. I have never—you know—I have 
never felt that—I have always told these 
people around here~I say [expletive 
removed] don’t hold anything back. Just 
burns me that they did. 


K, Last summer the conduct of every: 


‘body over here Mr. President—really 
‘created great suspicions in the minds of 


Silbert and Petersen, you know. P. Right. 


K, Instead of being open and frank 
with you, trying to create an impression 
of trying to help out, getting things go- 
ing P. This was basically the Dean prob- 
lem. He was running it, 

K. And also I think—well everybody 
was Just scared to death. They didn’t 
know where the damn thing was going 
to end. = . 

_P. They thought there was an elec- 
tion—you know—let’s face it—that’s 


why—why John. K, Why sure—I un- 
derstand—I understand. It'll always be 
an unanswered question and for that 
matter they were simply set in mo- 
tion thereafter you know so aggravat- 
ing—you know, this little. 

‘'P. But after the election, I couldn’t 


think what in the name of [expletive - 


removed] reason did they play around 
then? Do you? K. No. 


Kleindienst Didn’t Know 
P. You didn’t know that they. were 


‘doing this? I didn’t know. K. No sir— 


I didn’t: know. 

P. I didn’t—you know—as I was— 
‘pne of the problems here—I have 
always run my campaigns. I didn’t run 
this one I must say. I was pretty busy. 
Or — maybe — handlirig the Russian 
Summit. And you know, after the 
election—we. were right in the middle 
of the Dec. 8 bombing—and holding 
meetings—within the whole Adminis- 
tration. But I just can’t imagine—at 
that. point—after the election is when 
this is supposed to have happened. 

K. I think there are two paramount. 
—P. Understand—I mean the others— 
they were involved throughout. But I 
mean after the election. [Expletive re- 
moved] to condone it. 

K. It seems to me there’s two over- 
riding considerations here. One is your- 
self and your Presidency and secondly 
is the institution. Both of which I 
think have to be protected and pre- 
served by -the ‘institution of justice. 
For me to recuse. myself and say the 
Deputy is now making all the prosecu- 
tion ‘Statements. The thing I have 
. against. that Mr. President is that that 
Deputy is still’ your appointee. He's 
my deputy. P. Yeah. 

K. I could be removed until this is 
cleared up-—-well that’s just» an at- 
tempt you know to cover his [expletive 
removed]. As this thing goes into trial 
and when this testimony’ comes out 
somebody goirig to come to a cresendo 
real-fast. P. Of course. 

_ .K, Then Snéed is going to be under 
attack. Frankly I don’t know enough 
about Joe Sneed—to know whether 
he’s got the ability to sit there and 
take it or will he do it. A little bit dif- 
ferently than I and less than partisan 
for twenty yedrs. He has no particular 
attitude to you, me or anybody else. 
He’s a good lawyer, a decent man— 
probably got his future ahead of him 
but whether he thinks of himself—and 


I just don’t know enough about him. — 


P. Yeah, 

K. At the present time. For one thing 
whether he’s got the ability. P. Yeah. 

K. In a tough situation to it out or 
whether he could. P. Yeah—but you 
got anybody else? 

K. Well that’s why—and then on 
the other hand, with respect to the 
special prosecutor, Mr. President. I 
think when you come down. 

P. ’m not going to appoint him. 
Who would make it? You would make 
it? K. I would. This would be my spe- 
cial prosecutor. 

P. Got anybody in mind? 

K, The.Chief Justice, Roger Goff Q) 
and several other lawyers. And in- 
cidentally the Chief Justice and I are 
very close friends. And I want to get 
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his feeling about the concept of it and 
also who he would recommend. The 
one person that everybody kind of 
comes together on is a guy by the 
name of Barnabus Sears in Chicago. 
He is the attorney that was appointed 
to prosecute the killing of those blacks 
by the police—you know the thing in 
Chicago? 

And. prosecuted in - Chicago police 
officers who allegedly, you know, -[un- 
intelligible]. Barney Sears is a past 
president of the House of Delegates of 
the American Bar Association, a “dis- 
tinguished” lawyer and, you know, has 
all those—and credentials. He’s a very, 
he’s a very independent person. It has 


one aspect of it that you people real- - 


ize, but Sears and I have been close 
friends for twenty-two years. [unin- 
telligible] labor case with Motorola 
back in the early days. Barney Sears 
came in at one point and another guy. 


‘So What Would’ You Do’. 


P. So what would you do? He’d come 


in and learn the whole case? K. Yeah - 


—what he would really do—he’d keep 
Silbert, Titus and Petersen in place and 
as they progress with the case instead 
of having the ultimate prosecutor re- 
sponsibility in me he’d do that ‘in this 
function in that way. 

P. What does that do to Mitchell? K. 
I would say Mitchell will be indicted. ' 


P. Oh, they’re all going to be indict- - 


ed. Well, that’s my point. I thought, 
I think if the course just goes like it 
is .they’re going to be indicted. You 
mean you'd have a special prosecutor 
immediately? Here’s 
they’re going to indict anyway that 
sort of—that shows that [expletive re- 
moved] the thing does work. See that’s 


the thing I wonder. These guys are 
crowding in—Silbert and. the rest— 
they aren’t taking any program— 
we're not giving them any. You’re not 
giving them. any are you? K. No. 

P. Another way you. can do it— 
another way you can do this. I could 
call in—I’m just thinking out loud. I 
could call in Titus and Silbert I’d say, 
look—you are totally independent here 
and you are to tear this case up. Now 
go to it. See my point is, you call in 
‘a special prosecutor [expletive re- 
moved], he’s got 6 learn He whole 
damn thing. 

K.. You come down to. P. Yeah. K. 
Little. fundamental questions—like do 
you have enough evidence to go on 
perjury indictment? When you got one 
against. ane, you. know, through the 
ordinary rules of prosecuting policy: 
suggest that you try people for perjury. 
P, Right. 

K. Even maybe with—and I think 
that’s just bécause of the climate. 

P. Well let me’ ask you this. Let me 
think about it Dick. K, Oh sure. 

P. You would suggest Sears. I would 
say Dean — I mean not Dean but the 


: Dean. — K. Let’s both think about it. 


-P, But with the idea that I really feel 
that I eught to — that frankly I’ve got 
to take the leadership on the thing and 
I ought to go in and say, look — there’s 
— got the facts and you.are to go for- 
ward with this — and I don’t care we 
it touches.and that’s it. 


my point, if © 


’ iK. Well with respect to the Presi- 
dency and I don’t presume to advise you 
with respect to that Mr. President. 

P. No — I want to know your input. 
K. But I think that you probably would 
want my views. You understand I have 


‘been up all night long and I might not 


be as [unintelligible]. It seems to me 
that if, as a result of Magruder, Dean 
[unintelligible] and Hunt. 

P, In belief? [unintelligible] 

P. This would be direct. Is there 
enough evidence on Haldeman that I 
should, that I should say to him, “look 
Bob you take a leave of absence until 
this thing is cleared up”? 

K. Right now — no — might be any 
day — that’s the question. I think that 
your options become reduced each day 
that this thing goes on. - 

P. What I am getting at is this, Is it 
also possible that they don’t get enough 
on Haldeman to -indict? 

K. Well, he could be indicted but then 
at least his circumstantial participation 
will presume now with regard — 

P. What about — what about Ehr- 
lichman? 

- K, That’s a close one — a situation 
that would occur after they were ar- 
rested based upon the possible projected 


' testimony of Dean in the case. 


P. How would —- I don’t see how he 
would be in it — in ‘what, way? 

K. Well, at least now. ; 

- P. What will Dean say about Ehrlich- 
man? 
K. Keep in mind anything that Dean 
and his attorneys have told them is a 


‘conditional statement. If they ‘don’t 


work’ something out it’s all withdrawn 
and it’s not going to ‘be used. Keep that 
in mind, Mr, President, But Dean inti- 
mated two things with respect to Ehr- 


‘lichman. One, Dean had in his: posses- 


sion some documents that, were taken. 
out of Hunt’s office — that’s number 
one. 


Told U.S. Attorney 


_ P. He’s told the U.S. Attorney this? 

"K, Yes. Other item he issued a direc- 
tive that — to get Hunt out of the coun- 
try. Intances, standing by themselves — 
nothing more to say.on one side or the 
other. can constitute an obstruction of 
justice. They have the hard evidence 
right now that would lead to the in- 
dictment of John on those two counts. 
But it couldn’t be tomorrow, two nays 
from .now.away, 

P. With respect to Bob — Strachan 
Did they tell you ~- K. They, 

P. I thought on that? K. Yes sir, In 

fact, I’ve got some notes here — P. No 
— Ehrlichman? K. He’s hooked. 
_ P. Dean? K. Deep six it and get Hunt 
out of the country. P. He said Ehrlich- 
man, John [unintelligible] K, [unintelli- 
gible] before the indictments. 

P. Dean’s testified that Ehrlichman 
told him to do that. K, Right. . 

P. What Dean —- Dean had told ’em, 
but he hasn’t testified? K. Right — and 
that other point about Dean’s posture 
with the United States Attorney—that’s 
why I wanted to talk to you about this. 
That these are conditional statements. 
If Dean worked out an arrangement sat- 
isfactory to Dean the U.S. Attorney’s 
office and Dean agree that they are not 
going to have knowledge of these state- 
ments. 


— 


P. So what would happen? K. Well, 
in the event they don’t work something 
out then Dean presumably wouldn’t 
testify this way with respect to Ehrlich- 
man or he might, depending upon what 
[unintelligible] If they work something 
out, probably it would be for the pur- 
pose of — no, no sir. There’s going to- 
be no immunity offered, | 

P. Well, then why would he get it? 
Work something out — why? _ 

K. Well that’s — that hasn’t been 
resolved because Dean and his lawyers 
are being very, very careful there. - 

P. ’m sure, 


K. [unintelligible] you get these peo- 


ple facing jail and you [unintelligible]. 
The point is that. 

P. Haldeman? K. Haldeman — they 
believe this fellow Strachan is just about 
ready to [unintelligible] — on the face 
of it. 

“PR. Some of this —- got some of the 
take in other words. Haldeman had — 
if Haldeman was furnished the reports. 

K. Either the reports or papers that 
would indicate that Liddy was doing 
something like this, Pies 

P. Oh — papers? K. Apparently there 
was the sum of three hundred fifty 
thousand dollars. , 

’ P. Yeah — I know about that. K. 
Transferred from the White House to 
LaRue. 

P. Right, K. That Bob indeed indicated 
that the transfer of that money. [unin- 
telligible]. 

K. Might have just thought that [un- 
intelligible]. That would implicate 

P. That I would think would mean 
that he had some of it — the reports 
from the bugging. K. Either the. reports 
_or budgetary or — : 

P. Oh — even budgetary? K. Or pro- 
gram papers that on the face of it would 
indicate that Liddy was engaged in an 
eavesdropping operation and, you know, 

that Haldeman would have known about 
it?) So he called: and said’.something 
about it but that’s yet another thing 
you've got to keep in mind. 

P. I don’t [unintelligible], 

KI ‘don’t think .so either. 

P. Huh? K. I don’t think he did either. 


P. Haldeman could tell me though— | 


he’s a—I’m sure—Bob would tell: me— 
he’s a “don’t give a [expletive removed] 
kind of a guy” anyway and Ehrlichman 


would tell me too. The deep ix thing | 


troubles me. Although—what was that? 


Oh, I know what that could be—that | 
could be—you see Hurit’s operations : 


before—that’s what that it,‘ Hunt 
worked in the White House, you know, 


on some. national security matters and . 


I think that’s. what that’s involved. Not 
the Watergate. 


K. Let’s get back to this concept of - 
' the Presidency, sir. P. Right. . 


K. What you do is the right thing to~ 


do and then when having done it then it 


would be recognized as the right thing. — 


P. Right. ; : 

K. And I know—t don’t know—but I 
believe—feel that we should; have—I 
think the options that you have to con- 
sider there are two. One do you, the 
President, what I have told you today, 


that might be forthcoming. And before 


that comes out would you ask ’em to ang Ehrlichman’s duties as they’d be 
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Step aside until this whole thing blows 
over? If it all blows over—maybe you're 


‘not indicted or culpable. Finally you 


come back and they dé wind up having 
been indicted, you at least have off of 
your personal staff—those people who 
are going to be involved in the crim- 
inal justice system. If you don’t take 
that step, and I—really. don’t pretend 
to advise you on it sir—and:- then if it 
comes out, it’s leaked out and then 
you've got to do it after the disclosure 
is made publicly, you know, I think it. 


' If A Guy Isn’t Guilty’ 


P. Let me ask you this—if it should 
come to a critical point—let us suppose 
—let’s suppose the worst. That it doés 
—that it does come out on Haldeman 
and Strachan with his testimony that he 
had papers etc. The question really is 
basically whether an - individual, you 
know, can be totally, totally—I mean, 
the point is, if a guy isn’t guilty, you 
shouldn’t let him go. ~ , 

K. That’s right—you shouldn’t, 

P. It’s like mé—what now—let’s 

Stand up for people if there—even 
though they are under attack. K. I 
know..." 
- P. In Haldeman’s case though—I want 
to ask you—if you think— I just want 
to ask you your opinion. And the: same 
on Ehrlichman based on this—do you 
think that—where he had no knowledge 
of Watergate. ~e - 

K. I think neither one of them knew 
about it before. Just judging from leads 
around here and found himself: in this 
fantastic situation. Could have as a re- 
sult of his constant communication with 
John Dean—with John Dean looking 


'. for a way to save himself—could have 


by the remarks that John made that 
would either circumstantially involve 
him in or be the grounds for. an indict- 
ment. ; 


indicted by letting them go? That’s an- 
other [unintelligible]. When I: say let 
them go, give them. a feave which— - 
’ K. That'd be all right—it’s all right.. 

P. You find-—you find-them guilty be- 
fore they have a chance to prove their 
innocence, don’t-you? And another way 
you could do it is this—you could say. 
if that questions is raised, you could 
move then instantly. You see the point 
is ‘that—your suggésting I. should -do. 
this based on information we have now. 

K. Which is not very good, precise. 

P. That’s the point that I am making 
—can on the basis of this kind of in- 
formation. ee 

K. I don’t suggest anything now—I’m 
jag a 

P. No—no—I know—No—lI’m just 
trying—understand—I want to know 
what is the right thing to do and un- 
derstand we are going to come out of 
this thing. The Justice Department and 
the Presidency are going to come out 
clean ‘because I don’t tolerate this kind 
of stuff. But the point is, Dick, I also. I 
can’t—I_ can’e let an ‘innocent man 
down, That’s my point. 


Could Put It Out First 


K. I know that. What effect does it 
have on the discharge of let’s say Bob’s 


P. Increase the chances of their being 


the ©" Let of speculation and attack in 
the >< ss. What effect does it have upon 
thei being able to discharge their du- 
ties? 

P. Well one thing, of course, Bob 
could put it out first. K. The three fifty? 

P. Right. [unintelligible] testimony 
and the Strachan work and so forth and 
so on. In other words, he puts out the 
story. That's another—one thing—and 
he puts out the Segretti story too. I 
really think that’s what he has to do. 

K. Have him appear before the Grand 
Jury? - 

P. Will he be asked? 

K. No—except a punitive defense 
might ask him. 

P. [unintelligible] here—yow don’t un- 
derstand funintelligible].- ora 

K, The prosecutor doesn’t subpoena a 

punitive defendant — his ‘attorney 
doesn’t—you know this stuff is going 
on-—-now does your guy want to come 
in and testify. 
_P. You see, I realize’ that the féliows 
like up at the Ervin Committee and now 
the Grand Jury they’re going to smash 
the likes of Haldeman all the time but 
you can’t let a guy go—without a [un- 
intelligible] if he’s guilty, if you know 
he’s innocent. ae. . 

K. Right. Let me say what I had to 
do with this Harry Stewart. Remember 
the United States Attorney in San Diego? 
P. Yeah. ; 4 : 

K. Was involved in my confirmation 
hearings. An allegation was made with 
respect to his obstructive conduct. It 
started. as an administrative investiga- 
tion by the F.B.I. While the invéstiga- 
tion was going on, Harry Stewart just 
stepped aside as the United .States At- 
torney. Then ultimately he went back. 
That whole judgment was a process 
on my part. P, Right. K. I sharply ex- 
amined it and the hindsight of this stuff ' 
is fantastic. ; - 

P. What’s the name of yout man in 
Chicago? K. Barnabus Sears. 

P. I can sure get that down, but I’m 
going to get that U. S. Attorney in one 
way or another. K. And I’ve thought for 
months thaf something was wrong. 

P. Sorry to hear you say that. No— 
that’s my problem—what to do. Poor [ex- 
pletive removed]—they’re all—they’ve 
got a right to a fair trial. : 

K. I’ve tried about two or three thou- 
sand in the last twenty years and I did 
[unintelligible]. The two aspects of this 
that have an overriding importance be- 
yond them is:the institution of [unintelli- 
gible] and also the criminal justice -sys- 
tem. ie 3 

P. Right. Only the people have got to 
have confidence {unintelligible} and 


- frankly you could come out stronger. 


K. Yeah. ’ 

P. You just prove that you will take 
on even your friends. K. That’s right. 

P. That’s what we’ll [unintelligible]. 
The only thing that troubles me about 
the Haldeman/Ehrlichman, Dick is that 
~—I don’t—I just wonder about—about 
—moving on them before. K. The evi- 
dence [unintelligible]. ; 

P. See what I mean? K. Sure, I under- 
stand. : : 

P. That indicates that maybe I know 
something—which I don’t, K. That’s right 
—nor do I—nor do—all that the Gov- 


ernment knows is what I have given 
you. I think; based’ upon what little is 
now known would be impeded in either. 
I don’t think that John Ehrlichman 
should have as an assignment for you 
anything further to do with this, though. 


‘The Deep Six Thing’ 


P. Because of the deep six thing? K. 
You know, if it turned out, either 
through circumstantial testimony or oth- 
er testimony which could lead to a pos- 
sible indictment that’s part of the cir- 
cumference, 

P. Got to have somebody over here 
to do—the [expletive removed] thing— 
what the [expletive removed] do you 
do? K. What do you do? 

P. Garment? He’s Mitchell’s former 
law partner. That won’t do, will it? 


K. You know the burden of the fun- . 


intelligible] so far as you are concerned 
is that you and I would defend him. 
Anyone else [unintelligible]. 

P. Oh, I understand. Not going to— 
don’t—job to do it—and this is {unintel- 
ligible] Chief Investigator for the Senate 
Committee—the [expletive removed] was 
charged with a felony, bargaining plead- 
ed for a misdemeanor—got a suspended 
sentence. K. Yeah. P. For bugging! K. 
Yeah—for bugging. 

P. Same thing—that’'s what should 
have happened here. K. As a matter of 
fact, looking at it again, without trying 
to determine the impact of it with re- 
Spect to the election, simple [unintelli- 
gible] the obstruction of justice. 

As a matter of fact, looking at it 
again, without trying to determine the 
impact of it with respect to the election, 
simple [unintelligible] the obstruction of 
justice. . ; 

P. The obstruction of justice is what's 
bad. K. And the perjury—the suborning 
of witnesses, the perjury and perjuring 

~ yourself. ; 

P. You don’t have Ehrlichman in- 
volved in that—you don’t have Halde- 
man involved in any of that? 

K. No—no. When you get Mitchell 
and Magruder and Mardian and, let’s 
say, Dean all having one approach to 
this problem, and Magruder. over there 
you're going to have a hard time con- 
victing John Mitchell, Bob. Haldeman, 
LaRue, etc. One of the faults these law- 
yers find is that, you know, because 
they, if this is true, they will be a [ex- 
pletive removed] difficult thing to prove. 


Chance for Mitchell Seen 


P, There’s a chance Mitchell could 
beat this? K. Oh, sure. P. You do? K. Oh 
[expletive removed] yes. It all depends 
on how this other comes out but, Mr. 
President, if all you're talking about. 

P. Suppose Liddy, suppose Liddy— 
what’s he going to do? 

K, Now that’s something else—now 
if Liddy comes in and corroborates Ma- 
gruder and incidentally they are bitter 
enemies. -They are bitter enemies. Ma- 
gruder is afraid for his life. ; 

Yeah? K, Even tried to—Liddy—you 
say Liddy has told all, has he? K. No 
he hasn’t—he hasn't said a word to any- 
body. 

P. Is that right Did these guys fell 
you that? K. Yes sir. He’s taken the 
fifth. 
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P. They said that he’s come in and 
talked to them. They — that’s what 
they're telling everybody. K. That’s not 
true, sir. P. I mean—if Magruder says 
that—he hasn’t? K. To my knowledge— 
Yl check that. 

P. Find out. K. Find out but to my 
knowledge as a result of everything 
that was said last night Liddy has not 
said a word. 


‘What About Hunt? 


P, What about Hunt? K. Hunt doesn’t 
know-anything. He knows about the ob- 


struction of justice—somebody gave him’ 


the money. Isn’t that the one where Mrs. 
Hunt or somebody—-I don’t know what 
that is—I don’t know. K. You know as 
much about it as I do. © ‘ ‘ 
_P, [unintelligible] say something [un- 
intelligible] and I don’t want to-get so 


_ deeply involved. ‘ 


Neither do I and you know from the 
outset, Mr. President, on this one, be- 
cause of.all of us who are involved— 
our. relationship—I determined that I 
was going to have the broadest kind of 
an overview. It’s just for this very rea- 
son I don’t want to right now. 

P. Yeah. K, If Liddy doesn’t corrobo- 


‘rate Magruder—what Liddy does now 


in view of Magruder’s case I don’t know 
but inherent in Magruder’s— 

.P. He and Dean are taking Liddy and 
Magruder. You’ve got two guys it’s 
pretty hard for a jury, if you were a 
good. criminal—an F. Lee Bailey-—say, 
are you going to take the word of these 
two men against all these other .men, 
gentlemen? : 

K. When you have something besides 
F. Lee Bailey, but you take LaRue and 
Mitchell— 

P. Let me say—let me say—I only 
mention F. Lee Bailey because Mitchell 
is very close to him now, as you know. 
K. I know that, yeah. . 

P. That’s probably who he’ll use. 

K. I don’t know. P. I say probably— 
I’m just guessing—I haven’t talked to 
him: about it, but he and Bailey are — 
he’s going to fight until the end, He’s 
not going to—K. I hope he does. 

P. Would you—his relationship and 
former Attorney General. K. And that 
would be—that would be a trial for 
him. P. Sure. Pitch John Dean take [un- 
intelligible]. I was so surprised, 

K. When Ehrlichman called me last 
night all he said, mentioned Magruder. 


And he said what about informing him ~ 


if I had any notice that John Dean had 
initiated this. I really don’t until his 
attorney can negotiate with. them. 


P. If Dean does not testify about 


deep sixing documents and getting Hunt > 


out of the country they have nobody 
else that can say that. K. What they 
want initially. P. Yeah—will they work 
out. I think they'll. honor their agree- 
ment between them. - : 
P. Well, as you know, Dean put it 
out for press, K. No—no sir, P. They’re 
decent men. K. Yes they are. P. Good. 
K. Yes sir. P. But Dean. K. They raised 
questions whether or not I should even 
mention that to you because of the (un- 
intelligible) P. No, (expletive removed) 


removed) I didn’t argue witn them 
about that. That’s not anything. I'm 
going to tell you what I have learned. 

P. I could call them, Let me run this 
by you. I think I should call them and 
I consider it highest devotion. What I 
want you to have [unintelligible] it up 
here. I think we have—we haven’t de-' 
nied anybody [expletive removed]. Con- 
ducted the investigation. The F.B.I’s 
conducted the investigation. I said I just 
want you to know that and you’re on 
your own—on your own, And I am-—~ 
because Dick Kleindienst was a close 
associate of John Mitchell’s I want you 
to report to Dean Sneed. Now that’s 
the way that I think I should approach 
it Dick rather than bringing in ‘a. spe- 
cial prosecutor. K. I have no objection 
to that. ; 


A Decision on Mitchell 


P. Well, without you being there— 
I don’t think they should work through 
you anymore due to the fact, although 
we know you didn’t have a [expletive 


. removed] thing to do with it—nobody 


would ever believe—I don’t think that. 


K. I could make a fair decision on 
Mitchell. 


P., On John Mitchell, Just like I 
wouldn’t think I could probably make 
a fair one on Haldeman, but you see— 
don’t you think that’s true? K. Yes sir. 

P. And ’li—and the way I would do 
it—I will say, the Attorney General and 
I have talked and he recommends this. 
And [ll say, we have talked about it 
and this is the best way to do it. So 
we'll put Sneed. 

K. And I think it’s a very strong pos- 
sibility. P. You see my point? K. The 
only—there’s only two aspects of it 
that I’m not sure about. One of those 
I'm not sure about is Joe Sneed. P. I 
know. K. He’s — you know. P. Well, 
Tet’s—what the hell—there’s really noth- 
ing for him to do except just be honest. 
They’re going to do the job, I know 
they’re going to do the job. 

K. Second thing, Mr. President, was 
the other argument that I'm thinking 
about. The more believable, more ac- 
ceptable business, this other thing. The 
problem of this thing as the result of 
any appointment of you, P. Yeah. K. In 
favor that you might be able to provide 
later or whether I could. The credibility 
aspect of this thing on part of yourself 
soon. 

P. Yeah—think it’s best to handle it 
rather than doing it—escalating it—by 
nine o'clock then it should be done. 
I have thought about it and I have 
made—TI have said this and that and the 
other thing and that’s that. 

K. One aspect of this thing which 
you can always take and that is, as the 
President of the United States, your 
job is to enforce the law. In the case 
of any, of any investigations and 
trials—you know, I mean—now that 
the time has come as a result of blah, 
blah, blah, you know. 

P. Special prosecutor immediately 
casts a doubt frankly, Dick, on the 
whole Justice Department. K. Yeah— 
right. : 

P. I don’t like that. K. Neither do I. 

P. But you have—there’s not need— 
you understand, I just don’t like that. 
K. My feeling. 


P. I think—you see the other line 
would be to say—put sort of a[unintelli- 
gible] you couldn’t do this? You mean 
the Attorney General has asked—huh? 
K. You might wait to have me recuse 
in this thing when the indictments come 
up. I think if they indict John Mitchell 
we can’t be criticized for favoritism, 
you know. : 

P. Yeah—in other words, you stay in 
the job. K. Until the trial. I don’t know, 
I think this is something we ought to 
explore very carefully. In terms of [un- 
intelligible] / 

P. You see, there’s where your special 
prosecutor comes in. You want the— 
you ge to the special prosecutor for. 

K. No, the special prosecutor would 
not try the case, Mr. President. What 
he would do is substitute himself for 
the Attorney General. Silbert would try 
the case. What he would do would have 
overview with respect to what they 
were doing and participating in the 
prosecuting decisions that are made 
from time to time. [unintelligible] be- 
lieve I [unintelligible] discuss with the— 
with [unintelligible] [unintelligible]. 
might not have it with the Deputy At- 
torney General and—so I support him. 
You know, I would do it myself... 

P, [unintelligible].K. And I fully real-. 
ize by bringing this guy in it’s—the 
effect has a bad reflection upon me, 
you know, I understand that—that is 
my recommendation. ‘ a Pt, 

P, Yeah. I thought we would—I think 
‘we just ought to—after your hard lining 
the executive privilege I think we ought 
‘to make a deal with the Ervin Commit- 
' tee provided the ground rules are prop- 
‘er. Do you agree? K. Oh sure. Thing 
about my hard line is, you know, 


A Good way to Attack 


P. What you're saying is a bargain— 
the thing by which you are going to 
work that out. I thought we ought to 
get something out on that like Monday 
or Tuesday. That sound good to you? 
That’s a good—a good way to be on 
the offensive. 

K. And I, I understand, Mr. President, 
you have some thought in mind with 
respect to John Dean. I would respect- 
fully urge you not to accept—include 
John Dean in the package with [unin- 
telligible] and those people you are. 

P. [unintelligible] K. Yes. 

P. Oh yes, [expletive removed] yes, 
it’s better now. K. Negotiate with the 
United States Attorney—T'll tell you—I 
don’t think. 

P. No—no. I’m putting him up. The 
only thing I would say is that—to him 
—tI would say that as President’s Coun~ 
sel [unintelligible] executive [unintel- 


ligible] and all that—[expletive re- © 


moved] I wouldn’t even [unintelligible]. 
The Ervin Committee though is going 
to be as—nothing by the time this 
thing. K. Oh by this time [unintelligible] 
we keep it in the criminal] justice sys- 
tem where it belongs. 

P, Where it belongs. K. The Ervin 
Committee. 

P. And incidentally they ought to— 
whoever is—Silbert ought to get over 
there right now and tell the Ervin Com- 
mittee not to go shouldn’t he? K. I 
don’t know. 
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P. I f{unintelligible]. How—how can 
Mitchell, for example, get a fair trial 


_ with the Ervin Committee leaking all 


ee ennnne 


over the place and so forth and so on, 
I would—if I were the prosecuting at- 
torney I'd say to the committee, now 
keep McCord and all these [expletive 
removed]. Don’t you agree? K. Sure—if 
they'll do -it. E 

P. I really think as a lawyer—as a 
criminal—as a—you know, a smart 
lawyer for Mitchell and the other de- 
fendants could move to quash. K. Well 
they could get the cases dismissed as 
a result of this horsing around with the 
Ervin Committee. 


P. Yeah. K. [unintelligible] Ervin 
Committee going after—their Constitu- 
tional rights might be so impaired that 
they could have the indictments 
quashed. That’s what. Any litigation 
concerning John Mitchell will probably 
take ten years—you know a couple of 
years before trial, four or five years 
appeals, motions, trial. Well I think 
{unintelligible] and it could be with 
John Mitchell. 

P. [expletive removed] I would want 
to appeal the Chicago Seven, the Berri- 
gans, and the Ellsbergs and all those 
[expletive removed]. And they’ve fooled 
around all this. time. Well it’s a hard 
thing, Dick, hard thing. These fellows, 


even the Cubans—or even perhaps they ; up properly, Is that the point? - 


most of all. They were doing [unintel- 
ligible] they were helping the campaign. 
K. That’s right. Sure. 

P. And they just—just showed in- 
credibly bad judgment—right? 

K, It’s still a fact, Mr. President, it’s 
been two or three months, you know, 
while you were getting your campaign 
organization going, and Mitchell was 
just a puppet. You know John was in a 
rather awkward situation being the At- 
torney General, having talked to those 
guys. 

P. And having very troublesome [un- 
intelligible] K. Right. Had his own real 
leadership over there and got [unintelli- 
gible] the situation. 

P. Yeah, Magruder—and Magruder’s 
sort of a lightweight in a very heavy 
job. K. Yeah—and also he had not ex- 
perience in politics. ; 

P. That’s right. And then so they de- 
cided that—gee, this is great and this is 
real fun—(expletive removed)—they 
see. K, Yeah. ; 


P. And incidentally you got to—you’ 


see—if Haldeman had been running it 
it wouldn’t have happened either. But 
look what the (expletive removed) he 
was doing, we were on our way to China 
and then we were on our way to Russia. 
K. I know. Z 

P. We weren’t in the campaign—they’ 
were, We couldn’t and that’s why we 


‘had no control. Well, anyway, I’m not 


making excuses. The thing to do now is 
to. K. Deal with the facts as you have 
them. P. Go forward. K. It would have 
to be by you, Mr. President. 

P. There’s {unintelligible]. How about 
another man that we could bring down? 
How about a former Circuit Court Judge 
like Lombard? K. Well the Chief Justice 
doesn’t like that unless he has com- 
pletely retired from the judiciary. P. 
Says he can serve if we gave him an 


| interim appointment? K. Yes—yeah. P. 


Seventy-one years of age? K. No-no. 
What you are doing is having a Federal 
judiciary. P. Well it seems to me that’s 
the same. 

K, The Chief Justice thinks this fel- 
low Sears—he’s the one who recom- 
mended Sears, P, Thinks we should have 


a special presecutor? K. Yes. He does. 


Yes, 

P. Now what does he say—now—I 
want to get some other judgments be- 
cause I—I’m open on this. I lean against 
it and I think it’s too much of a teflec- 
tion on our system of justice and every- 
thing else. K. Yeah—that’s, P, What is 
Petersen’s reasoning? 


Plan for Kleindienst 


K. Petersen’s reasoning would be that 
I should excuse myself now that it looks 
like Mitchell and—P, Yeah. K. rest of 
the boys, P. Yeah—you should do it 
right now. K. And that—yeah—but. 

P. You—now wait—you’d do this? 
You see, you do it now it’s based on 
testimony. K. When I would do it. 

P, Well let me ask you though, you ° 
would do it before the story broke? Be- 
fore the indictments or afterwards? K. I 
don’t know, We haven’t gotten to that 
point. ; 

P. Or is it the point that. should be 
done before the indictments are drawn 
up so that the indictments are drawn 


K. Yeah—just so that any aspect of 
the investigation, presentation to the 
grand jury and indictments could not 
possibly be changed by. i 

P. So what would Petersen say—you 
would withdraw? K. Yeah—but that 
would not be in a-public, you know, TV 
statement—P. Yeah. K. Internal—admin- 
istrative. P. And then—what would hap- 
pen? K, Well, I would, P, What would 
he advocate? 


K. I would do one of two things under 


| that circumstance—would be to delegate 
‘ the responsibility for the 


entire matter 
to Petersen, Assistant Attorney General 
of the Criminal Division, 

P. Petersen is the fellow to approach? 
K. Yes he is—yes he is. P. Would the— 
would the country respect him on this? 
K. Yes—he’s a [expletive removed] of a 
guy [unintelligible] 

P, I didn’t—he was—he is a career 
man—lI didn’t appoint him in the first 
place. K. He’s the first career Assistant 
Attorney General I think in the history 
of the Department. P, O.K. K. So—but 
he. P. Let’s consider that one for a 
moment. K, It could either be Petersen 
—or—Sneed. P. Petersen would be bet- 
ter than Sneed. K. [unintelligible]. That 
would be initially handled by an admin- 


istrative document from me to Petersen. 


P, But you do it right now? What you 
should do in any event, what you should 
do right now—let me say, I still think 
my-—I ought to consider—my sugges- 
tion that I call these people in—maybe 
with you as a matter of fact and say 
look I just want you io work with 
Petersen and get everything done. 
Correct? But let me—let’s think about 
that, 


K, Let’s think about that. T think we 
got to do something pretty quickly be- 
fore this stuff gets out of hand. In view 
of the disclosure made tv me last night 
and vesterday atternoon by Ehrlichman 


J think Y’ve gotyto do something. I’m 
now on notice that Magruder, you 
know. P. Yeah. K. Testified to—that. 


P. That’s right—that’s why I told 
Ehrlichman to tell you. I didn’t [unin- 
telligible], In fact he suggested ithe 
said, look ve got this stuff. This was 
even before Magruder talked to him. I 
think I should turn this over to Klein- 
dienst. I said “do it.’ And then the 
events caught up with us and Magruder 
came in, and said, look, 1—almost ir- 
relevant. I didn’t think Magruder [unin- 
telligible]. So that’s why, Dick, why 
we've ben scrupulous and your record 
must show that. Been scrupulous, that 
Ehrlichman he called you, he called you 
before Magruder and afterwards. We 
didn’t wait ’til] Magruder—K. That’s 
right. P. What I should do. 

[No more sound—tape runs out] 


April 15, 1973 
(3:27-3:44 P.M.) 


Telephone Conversation: 


The President and Haldeman 


. Yes, Sir, P. Mr. Haldeman, 
please. Opr. Thank you. Opr. Mr. Halde- 
man. 

P. Hello, I hope you are enjoying this 
lovely day. H. No, I am afraid not. Got 
to get out and take a look at it. It really 
Jooks beautiful outside. 

P, Are you working on your state- 
ment? H. Yeah-—and I talked to Bill and 
-—haven’t been able to reach— P. Yeah. 
I got that message from Bill. H. Did you 
talk to him? 

P. John Ehrlichman’s got it. He talked 
to you or to Bill, I don’t know which. 

H. Rogers—I gave John a very quick 
rundown, but Bill wanted to think about 
it and talk some more and I think he’s 
gone out to play golf or something. He 
doesn’t seem to be around now, so he 
will call me later this afternoon. His 
view—he said it really depends on what 
the Grand Jury does. In other words, he 
doesn’t come on strongly that we should 
go up there. He has some real reserva- 


tions about whether we should. I think - 


you got a real problem in the judicial 
proceeding with possibly prominent peo- 
ple under indictment and al] that, and 
run a Congressional investigation at the 
same time. And the problem we have 
had up to now is the feeling that nothing 
is being done. This whole feeling is 
going to change, and if something is 
being done you don’t have to start doing 
everything and he said if we can work 
out some safeguards that Congress 
would live up to, via capitulation and 
all that maybe we should consider 
going because people do want things 
cleared up. He said, I really, I think the 
Committee is handling themselves poor- 
ly. I think if-the Grand Jury is going 
to come out fairly soon with their in- 
dictments, I would strongly vote the 
other way. I would hang tight for an 
offer to go up and speak to the Com- 
mittee in Executive Session, but I 
wouldn’t go up on camera. He said, I 
think your court room rules is basically 
a sound position and that people will 
see that. 
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P. Uh, huh. I just told Ehrlichman to 
the contrary, but I can change my mind. 
Ehrlichman had talked to Moore—and 
Moore says, “Well, hell, everything is 
really—there is going to be so much 
flying around it isn’t going to make any 
difference.” Moore tends to—well, —. 
H. I don’t think that is necessarily true 
either. : : 

P. Moore—I think is— H. If that is 
true then, why go up on television? 


P. It just makes it worse doesn’t it? ; 


Well his point, I guess, Moore’s point 
is at least have the President be forth- 
coming. But what does that do? Let the 
President be forthcoming and let them 
Kill us. 

H. That’s right, And Roger’s view is 
if you—at least his preliminary view 


and he wanted to think about it a while | 


-—he said if indictments come down at 
high levels. P. Yes— 

H. Then you have been forthcoming. 
You have said all along that you would 
cooperate with the Grand Jury. Now if 


you cooperated with them, which you. 


said you were doing, and nobody said 
you weren’t, and they produce results, 
that is what the people are after. The 


people’s concern is that nothing—that. 


everybody is just sitting. here doing 
nothing about the Watergate, which is 
what they think because they haven’t 
seen any result out of the Grand Jury. 

P. Well, we are going to have some. 

H. He also made the point, I said— 
well we may be able to get a victory 
here without having to pay the price, 
in the sense that if we agree to go up 
and the Grand Jury comes down with 
indictments they will probably turn off 
the hearings for a time anyway. Then 
we would have the trials and that sort 
of stuff. So we would have appeared to 
be forthcoming but we wouldn’t maybe 
have to go. And he said I don’t agree 
with that because— : 

P. Bill said what? H. Bill said I don’t 
agree with that—but he said—he thinks 
it is inevitable that they have to stop 
the hearings if there are indictments 
at a high level. 


People Pending Trial 


P. He’s right. I agree with that. 
H. He says they can’t go on with 
those hearings while those people are 


pending trial. Until they have been tried - 


and sentenced—you cannot go ahead 
with the hearings. On that basis, you 
don’t want to know how long that is 
going to take. 

P, Kleindienst just stopped in. He 
said it will take four or five years. H. 


_ Why in the world does he think that 


P. The trials, appeals, they’ll go to 
the Supreme Court, you know Mitchell 
is in a fight and these other guys, what 


’ the hell? 


H. On that basis, you have the judi- 
cial process running who are these 
people, Bill feels strong on this. : 

P. What about the other things they 
want to get into? 


H. If they can separate them, that’s - 


fine. They are the ones who have said 
they are totally tied together. 


P. Yeah, one thing too about the 


other things. They are going to be denied 
some of their principal witnesses. I 


mean Mitchell will not testify. He will 
never ,go up there, you know, before 
the Committee. H. Right. P. And Mag- 
ruder. He won't go up. 

H. Nope. Now you are getting the 
White House people going up and not 
the other people. Where are you on 
that? And that is a question. Bill said, 
don’t make a commitment now, you 
may have to meet in October or some- 
thing when this thing runs itself’ out. 

P. But he did think we could make 
the Executive Session commitment? H. 
Yes 

P. Puts us in a good forthcoming 
position. 

H. That’s his point, that that is a 
very sound offer, just as your offer to 
work with the Grand Jury was a sound 
offer that produced results. You say 
we will be perfectly willing to work 
with the Senate. 

P. You indicated to Bill there would 
be indictments at a high level? 


H. I said it looks as if they are going © 


to be bringing indictments and that they 
are higher ups over at the Committee. 
P. What did he say? He didn’t re- 


‘ act at all, but a fittle later he said, 


“Well, if Mitchell is indicted, or some- 
thing, you know.” I didn’t say that, but 
he did. . ; 

P. Ok. H. And P., You know in a way 
—I mean in reading the Johnson/Wit- 
cover piece in the Washington Post, 
we are so low now we can’t go any 
lower. Huh? H. Yeah. 

P. What did you think of that? Are 
they right? Not when they say today 
there is the over-riding concern today 
for Watergate. There will be when it 
comes out, obstruction and all that but— 

H. Yeah, You can get that out by, 
you know, getting hoid of a guy and 
say if President Nixon did the Water- 
gate would you still vote for him and 
say No. 

P. I wonder if they will use the Gal- 
lup Poll tomorrow if the damn thing 
comes out? H. Well, I haven’t seen the 
Gallup release. I don’t know that it 
went out, but I often don’t get it until 
after it comes out. 


P. We did have a hard figure on it 


‘didn’t we? H. He said it was a hard 


figure. 60-33. 

P. Anyway, we are glad to have that. 
H. So, what does Kleindienst think 
now? Does he—P. He’s for a Prosecutor. 
H. So is Bill. 

P. Bill is?) Who did he have in mind? 

H. He didn’t have anyone -in mind 
and I didn’t get into that question with 
him. : 

P. I have really come to that con- 
clusion, too, Bob. H. Oh, really? 

P. For a reason. This is not to prose- 
cute the case. A special Prosecutor, to 
look at the indictments to see that the 
indictments run to everybody they need 
to run to, so that it isn’t just the Presi- 
dent’s men you see. 

H. In other words, he is above Silbert 
rather than replacing Silbert? 


‘Silbert Runs the Case’ 


P. Oh no, Silbert runs the case and 
that’s all. But he is just in there for 
the purpose of examining all this to see 
that the indictments cover everybody. 


‘H. Uh, huh. Well’ that does protect 
you a lot, because if they don’t indict 
some of us then you have a cover up 
problem. If you have that guy, then you 
have a basis— 

P. Then he goes out and says, “I have 
examined all of this, and now let’s stop 
all this. These men are not guilty and 
these men are not indictable and these 
are.” H. Yeah. . 

P. We are thinking about that. We 
haven’t decided that yet. But I lean 
toward it now in order to just—we’ve 
got to get into the proper position there. 

H. That would make sense, rather 
than having Sneed take over. 

P. Yep, because he’s compromised 
too—-I can do things for him in the 
future, see? I can for anybody, but— 

H. Yeah, but he is your appointee 
which is a little different. Although any 
Special Prosecutor is your appointee. 

P. Yeah. It is a little different if he 
is outside. This Wright from Texas is 
the guy I sort of lean to. You know, the 
Dean of the Texas Law School. 

H. Well, I don’t know. Did Dick have 
any reading on timing on indictments? 

P, No. H. Because— 

P. He thinks a lot of the stuff may 
leak with Magruder running around, and 
~—— Strachan told an interesting thing to 


Ehrlichman on Magruder which makes , 


the point that I am —- two weeks ago 
Magruder talked to Strachan, and tried 
to get Strachan to concoct with him the 
story that he, Strachan, did walk across 
the street with Magruder and tell Ma- 
gruder to go forward with the operation. 
H. Which Strachan claims isn’t true ap- 
parently. 

P, No, My point is, don’t you see, the 


devastating thing this is to Magruder, | 


to his credibility? H. Yeah. 
P. I said to John, “Why the hell is 


he trying to do this?’ Because Ma- | 


gruder’s defense is that he is just doing 
it because of pressure from higher ups. 
You see the point? H. Yep. 

P, And Magruder — so I am not so 
sure that a hell of a lot of Magruder’s 
stuff, even on Mitchell, may be open to 
serious question. Serious question. H. 
Ok. But yeah, on some things I think 
that is true. P, Some things, I think 
Mitchell is still in it. H. But I don’t see 
how you 

P. But I mean, anything Magruder 
says about you, for example, if he does, 
you know what I mean. I think, Bob, 


your analysis of Magruder once that he | 


is a guy that doesn’t know the truth, 
is really true, H. I really believe that — 
P. And I think now he has lied so 


much is he going to lie again and work | 


with his attorneys and get himself sep- 
arated from all this thing, etc. I think 
Strachan will be a damn believable wit- 
ness when he goes down there. I really 


feel he will be. H. He will if he stays . 


to the truth. P, If he just tells the truth. 
H. If he doesn’t try to tangle things up 
at all. P. Right. Hmm — Magruder was 
telling Strachan, “Look this should be 
the story that I would like to tell —” 

H. It is kind of ridiculous. Why would 
Strachan agree to that? 

P. Oh, he — it would implicate Stra- 
chan, but he is at the same level, too, 
see, so it wauldn’t hurt him. The point 
of that would be simply — and he said 
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Magruder told him about his family ana 
his concerns and all that, made a great 
plea about how his personal problems 
were so serious. And he said, “Please, 
now, let’s go along on this ‘story.” H. 
Yeah. P, That is interesting. H. Well 
Magruder was bouncing around in des- 
peration, telling all different kinds of 
stories to different people. P. That’s 
right. Remember you told me that— 


Reasoning of Strachan 


H. Trying to tie something together 
and I think what happened is he ran 
that string out and finally just gave up 
because that wouldn’t work and decided 
to tell the truth, but in the process he 
probably doesn’t know what the truth 
is. He has made up so many different 
stories. I can understand that. It is hard 


for me to remember what’s true, having. . 


just heard all of these other people’s 


Stories. It is difficult to sort the stuff: 


out. If you start lying yourself — 

P. Bill may have a point there. I have 
sort of had this, and I don’t think Ehr- 
lichman and particularly Moore didn’t 


agree with it, that — look, if they get : 


a hell of a big fish, that is going to take 
a lot of the fire out of this thing on 
the cover up and all that sort. If they 
get the President’s former law partner 
and Attorney General, you know. Do 
you agree or not? Am I —? : 

H. Yeah, What I feel is people want 


Something to be done to explain what ! 


to them is now a phony looking thing, 
This will explain it, 

P, Explain that they did it, and then 
of course the cover up comes in and 
they did that too. H. And it all makes 
sense, it is logical, believable, because 
it’s true, P. Right. . 

H, And there it is—I can’t—it seems 
to me that there is at least a strong 
possibility, if not probability or cer- 
tainty, that public reaction is going to 
be, well, thank God that is settled; now 
let’s get away from it. Rather than the 
reaction of, “Ho, ho, ho, here is some- 
thing pretty bad; let’s spend a lot more 
time looking into it.” 

P. That’s right. Well — H. I think 
people want solutions; they don’t want 
ongoing problems. 

P. You know some of that so-called 
people polling, and polling. Don’t they 
say that Watergate, didn’t you say that 
Gallup or, well, that it’s a concern, it 
worries them, etc.—considered it a 
caper, and they want the damn thing 
explained. 


H. That’s right. They want it ex-- 


plained and they want to get off of it. 
There isn’t— ; 


Checkers Speech Proposed 


P. Kleindienst also comes in with the 
idea that sometime I’ve got to go out 
and make a Checkers Speech at 9:00 
o’clock at night. I told him, “Now, Dick, 
I am not going to do that.” H. Oh, I 
think that would be crazy. I sure do. 

P. I said, “Now, Dick, I am not going 
to. I am not going to elevate it that 
way. If it’s going to be elevated, let the 
press elevate it. I will go out and say 
it before the press, in the press room, 
you know.” 

H. Yeah. Unless there is—there is 
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nothing now inact mnuicates doing that. 

P. But when [it comes out], lam going 
to have to say it’s rough, but that shows 
that our judicial system is—we, you 
know. The Special Prosecutor thing 
helps in another way. It gets one person 
between me and the whole thing. You 
see, the Dean report now has been total-: 
ly discredited and, you see, 

H. Yep. That’s right, and I think that 
is a darn good route for it, especially 
if it can be done, I hadn’t thought about 
it, or understood it at the level you are 
now talking about, and that would seem 
to me exactly what you are after. 

P. Not somebody to prosecute 
Mitchell. I won’t have that. 

H. That is the other problem, What 
do you say when they indict Mitchell, 
and Mitchell doesn’t plead guilty? You 
obviously can’t say, ’m sorry. 

P. Oh well, we will just say that I 
will not comment on the case. P’m—let’s 
have the men work up a statement, 

H. I won’t comment and I have full 
confidence in the American judicial 
process. ‘ 

“P. In the process and I— H. hope it 
will bring the guilty parties to account 
and clear the innocent parties, 

P. He has pled innocent and I think 
he should have every opportunity to— 
[i don’t know whether I can say I am 
confident in his innocence]—that will 
be the key question, 

H. That is just what I 
say. You cannot— 

P, It is not proper for me to comment 
on that because there has been an in- 
dictment. It is not proper for me to 
comment, except that he is a fine man, 
he ig entitled to it. I think we should 
not judge this case until it has been 
heard in the judicial process. 

H. You don’t want to get into the 
position that Hiss’s character witnesses 
got in. : 

- P.I can’t do it. I know. H. What you 
can do is express your faith in the SYS- . 
tem. You know there is a lot to be 
gained from this if the damn system 
comes out right. P. That’s right. H. In 
restoring people’s faith in the system, 
rather than in this jackass kangaroo 
court. , 

__P. Yeah. Ok. Incidentally, I wondered 
if you would talk to John Ehrlichman. 
I will get him but when you talk to 
him— H. I will be talking to him. 

P. Be sure to tell him that I think that 
the way I hear Bill’s thing spelled out, 
that I think it makes a hell of a lot of 
sense. Ok? H, Yes, Sir. P. All right. H. 
All right. > 


April 15, 1973 © 
(3:48-3:49 P.M.) 


Telephone conversation: 
The President and Kleindienst 


Oper. Yes, please. P. Attorney Gen- 
eral Kleindienst, please. Oper, Yes. P. : 
Hello. K. Mr, President? P, Hi, Dick, K. 
May I bring Henry Peterson with me? 
P. Yeah. I want to ask him to do some- 
thing. K. Pl be over there in a couple 
of minutes. Allright sir, 


was going to 


April 15, 1973 


_ Telephone conversation: 
_ Higby and Haldeman 


P. For Mr. Haldeman? Oper. Yes. Mr. 
Haldeman, Mr. Higby wants you. L.H. 
Hello, Bob. H. Yeah, L.H. John Dean 

"just. called me. He had a message he 
wanted to relay to the President through 
you. He would not speak directly to you. 
H. Alright. 

L.H. (1) I hope you understand my 
actions are motivated totally out of 
loyalty to you, the President. H. Wait 
a minute, L.H. Totally out of loyalty ‘to 
you and the President. H. Yep. L.H. And 
if it’s not clear now— H. Uh huh. L.H. 
it will become clear. H. Wait a minute. 
L.H. (2) Ehrlichman requested to meet 
tonight— H. Yeah. L.H, but I feel inap- 


propriate at this time. H. Just a min-. 


ute. Ok. 

LH. I am ready and willing to meet 
with you, meaning the President, at 
any time to discuss these matters. H. 
Just a minute. LH. (3) I think you, 
meaning the President, should take your 
counsel from Henry Peterson who I 
assure you does not want the Presi- 
. dency hurt. H. Hmph. , 

LH. That was the end of his mes- 
sage, He was Calling you from his home, 
the operator said. H. From his home? 
L.H. That’s what the operator said. H. 
How long ago was that?- Just now? L.H. 
Yes sir. H. Ok, Thank you very much. 
L.H. Yes sir. 


April 15, 1973 
(8:14-8:18 P.M.) 
Telephone conversation: 
The President and Petersen 


Opr. Yes sir. 

P. The Assistant Attorney General, 
Mr, Petersen, please—he is probably at 
home. 

Opr. Yes Sir, 

P. Hello, 

HP. Mr. President. 

P. Did you get on your boat? HP. No, 
no, no—I just came on home. 

P, Oh you did. Right. Anything fur- 
ther you want to report tonight before 
our meeting tomorrow at 12:30? HP. 
Not anything that specially, that I 
didn’t give you today. 

P. Nothing that adds to what we had 
earlier, huh? HP, That’s right—they 
concluded the meeting with Dean. His 
counsel says he will not permit him to 
plead; that a— 

P. Permit him to plead? What do you 
mean by that? HP. To plead guilty. In 
other words, he will go to trial. 

P. He is going to plead not guilty, 
huh? HP. That’s right, unless we come 
to some agreement with him. His coun- 
sel’s position is that.it would be a tra- 
vesty to try Dean and not try Ehrlich- 
man and Haldeman. 

P. Uh, huh. HP. That is the basic in- 
formation to the extent that it devel- 
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oped in thése preliminary negotiations - 


isn’t much more than I gave you, 

P. Well, let me ask you this. Based 
on this, though, you mean that inhibits 
you from uSing the information then, or 
do you use it, or how do you do it, or 
do you use it for leads, but you can’t 


use it unless he pleads? right? HP. We - 


cannot use it for any purpose unless he 
pleads. 

P. For no purpose? HP. That’s right. 
That’s incorrect, unless we strike some 
agreement with him. 

P. Hmp. HP. He had a call from Ehr- 
lichman—Ehrlichman wanted to meet 
with him tonight. P. I see. HP. About 
eight o’clock. We advised him he would 
have to make his own determination but 
suggested that he not. P. I see, 

HP. He, then, through his counsel in- 
formed us that he was writing a note 
to you in which he would say (1) that 
what he was doing was in your best 
interests and that that would all become 
apparent as this situation unfolded. 


No Objection To A Talk . 


P, Right. Let me ask you this—why 
don’t I get him in now if I can find him 


‘and have a talk with him? HP, I don’t 


see any objection to that, Mr. President. 

P. Is that allright with you? HP. Yes 
Sir, ; 

P. Allright—I am going to get him 
over because I am not going to screw 
around with this thing. As I told you. 
HP. Allright, 


P, But I want to be sure you under- 
stand, that you know we are going to 
get to the bottom of this thing. HP, I 
think the thing that— 

P. What do you want me to say to 
him? Ask him to tell me the whole 
truth? HP. Yes, sir, And there is one 
other thing: that is a signal from you 
might bring out the truth from Liddy. 

P. From Liddy? HP. Yes sir, 

P. A signal from me? What do I do? 

HP. He went to John Mitchell, I am 
told, and indicated that he would do 
whatever he was told to do, 

P, I never met the man. I don’t know 
what I can do with him. HP. Uh, huh, 
P. How do I give him the signal? HP. 
Well, I will do it for you. 

P. He, Liddy has talked to John 


‘Mitchell and said a signal from the 


President? HP. No, he said a signal from 
Mitchell. 

P, From Mitchell? HP. Yes, sir, and 
so indicated that he was going to stand 
firm. 

P. Then, what I am trying to get at, 
how do I get—I then would go over 
Mitchell to you, Liddy and you're telling 
me that? . 

HP. No. We just go and say that we 
have discussed this situation with the 
President of the United States and he 
thinks it is vitally important that you 
tell us everything you know. 

P. I get it. Uh huh. OK. Now you will 
be through with your things you think 
by 12:30. Right? HP. Yes, sir. 


P. OK. Well, get a good night’s sleep, . 


huh? HP. I will, indeed. P, As good as 
you can. HP. Yes, sir. P. Ok. HP. And 
you too. P, Fine. HP, Good night, Sir. 


April 15, 1973 
(8:25-8:26 P.M.) 


Telephone conversation: 
The President and Petersen 


P. Hello. Oper. I have Mr. Petersen. 
P. Hello. H.P. Yes, sir, Mr. President. 

P.’I am trying to reach Dean — I 
think I may be able to get him, I hope. 
He seems to be in transit from some- 
place to someplace. But I will report to 
you after I see him, H.P. Very good. 

P. In the meantime, on Liddy — I 
don’t know the man, of course, and 
have no control over him, but, hell, you 
are to teil him the President wants 
everybody involved in this to tell every- 
thing they know, Ok? H.P. Indeed so. ” 
I will get in touch with his lawyer first 
thing in the morning. P. You might do 
it tonight. H.P. Very good. P. I don’t 
want to stall around. Ok? H.P. Very 
good, P. Don’t you think that is the best 
thing to do? H.P. Indeed so, 

P. Fine. One thing I want to be sure 
of Henry; you understand as far as 
Liddy is concerned I have no control 


_ over him — don’t know the man at all 


and I just want, since he has raised 
the question, that maybe not talking 
because of me — H.P. ‘No, no — I don't 
want to leave that impression. 

P. Because of Mitchell, huh? H.P, He 
is taking orders from higher authority, 
The decision is mine but since you are 
the highest authority he will stand in 
line if we handle it discreetly, 

P. I just want him to be sure to un- 
derstand that as far as the President is 
concerned everybody in this case is to 
talk and to tell the truth. You are to 
tell everybody, and you don’t even have 
to call me on that with anybody. You 
just say those are your orders. HP. Yes, 
Sir. P. Ok, H.P. Alright, thank you, sir. 


April 15, 1973 
(9:39-9:41 P.M.) 


Telephone conversation: 
The President and Petersen 


Oper. Yes, Sir. P. Mr, Petersen, please, 
you know, of the Justice Department, 
Oper. Yes. P. Hello, H.P. Mr. President, 

P. Henry I have been—I talked to 
John Dean and haven't quite finished, 
but he stepped out for a minute, I 
wanted to ask you this. He says that he 
thinks it is important that I tell Liddy’s 
attorney—I don’t know who he is—by 


. the name of Maroulis do you know him, 


that what I told you a few minutes ago. 
H.P. Yes—I have already been trying to 
get in touch with him. 

P. Let me say this. You tell him, if 
necessary, you haul him in here and I 
will tell him, Ok? HP. Alright, Indeed 
sO. 

P. You know what I mean. You tell 
him I have called you directly tanight 
and that you have it direct trom the 
President if he need it from me, I will 
tell him. H.P. Very good. 


P. Because you see, John felt that 
maybe he wouldn’t take it from you. 
But I would think he would—or what 
do you think? What is your judgment? 

HP. Well, we certainly will tell him. 
He and Liddy are very close friends and 
I am certain the word would get back 
to him. 

P, Right. Ok you tell Maroulis that the 
President has directed that you are to 
talk to him and to tell him he is to 
tell everything he knows, He should 
have before but my point is, if neces- 
sary, if he has to come in to see me— 
but you come with him. I don’t want 
any things where he comes in and makes 
any motion—you see what I mean? H.P. 
I understand. : F 

P. Does this.sound like good medicine 
to you ov do you think I should not see 
him? H.P, { think we ought to. reach that 
question after we ‘see what the reaction 
is. 

P. Right. I would prefer if you could 
handle it because it ought to be handled 
at your level rather than having me 
bring some attorney in and give him 
an order. H.P. I agree. 

P. So you do it on my direction. I 


think that will do the trick. If it doesn’t ° 


I will see him myself. H.P. Very well. 


April 15, 1973 — 
(11:45-11:53 P.M.) 


Telephone conversation: 
The President and Petersen 


Opr, Yes, please. P, Would you get 
me Mr. Henry Petersen of the Justice 
Department-Assistant Attorney General. 
Opr. I certainly will sir, right. Thank 
you P. Hello H.P. Yes sir. P, I hope I 
didn’t wake you up. H.P. No, not at all. 

P. I wanted to tell you first, I have— . 
apparently I’ve got. the President of the: 
Rotary International at noon tomorrow. 


Could you make it 1:30? H.P. Yes, sir. ‘ 


--P, That won’t interfere with your lunch 
or anything? H.P. No. : 


P..Fine. Second, I have met with ° 


Dean. I got him in finally and heard his 
story and I said directly to him, “Now 
when do you want to resign?” And, he 
said, “Well I will resign but I would 
prefer to wait until I have testified.” 
Now I want to ask your judgment on 
that. I can bring him in in the morning 
and tell him, “Look, I want your resig- 
nation.” But, what do you want me to 


do? I don’t want to interfere with your 


process? 


H.P. Mr. President, I don’t think that - 


we ought to—P. Tip our hand? H.P, Not 
yet. He is the first one who has really 
come in, P, Oh,.I see, H.P. He came in 
a week ago Sunday. 

P. Right. Let me say this. The main 
thing Henry we must not have any 
question, now, on this, you know I’m 
in charge of this thing. You are and I 
am. Above everything else and I am 
following it every inch of the way and 


I don’t want any question, that’s of the : 


fact that I am a way ahead of the game. - 
You know, I want to stay one step . 
ahead of the curve. You know what I | 


mean? H.P. I understand. 
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P. So—if you think on Dean—H.P. 
I think we ought to hold the line. P. Al- 
right and you will let me know. H.P. 
Yes, sir, I will indeed. P. as soon as— 
then I will call him in and naturally 
he will have to resign. H.P. Yes, sir. 

P. Now Haldeman and Ehrlichman— 
I have informed both of them of the 
charges that have been generally made 
and I have said that if they stand up, 
and I didn’t have to say it. They said 
well, of course, we will, we don’t want 
to be an embarrassment. They are good 
guys. But my feeling with both of them, 
and it is only a question, and we talked 
today of when—no, it is whether, also, 
but I think you’ve got to hear Strachan 


HP. Yes, sir. 

P. Uh, huh. He is in a mood to resign 
right now but I will see. 1 will check 
him tomorrow, H.P. Are you seeing-—- 

P. Uh huh. And Haldeman/Ehrlich- 
man, you say we'll taik about it tomor- 
row. Or do you want to think about it? 

HP. I want to think about it some 
more, yes sir, because we are going 
to have to weave all of the facts with 
respect to them into a pattern. It is 
not going to come out neat and clean— 

P. And clear— 

H.P. with respect to either one: of 


~ them. 


and I think you've got to hear Dean - 
and then I suppose you would want to - 


hear them or do you think we should 
move on them before? Or do you want 
to think of that overnight? H.P. We 
would like to wait, We would like to 
wait, Mr. President, : 

P. Because like today, you were sug- 
gesting that we call them all in and 
have them resign and I just wanted to 
be sure you didn’t think 1 should do 
that because I am perfectly prepared to. 


HP. That is really your judgment. I | 


think ultimately that is going to have 
to be done. 

P. Yeah. But your point is that as 
far as the case is concerned, you are 
telling me now that it is best to wait. 
Is that the point? H.P. On Dean, yes. 
And on Ehrlichman!Haldeman—tI sup- 
pose until we hear their testimony, 
which is, well we want to put them off 


‘until we can fashion all the—P. All the 


others. H.P. things into. a pattern. 
P. How soon would that be, for my 
own planning, about a week? : 
HP. I don’t think it is going to be 
less than a week and I would say two 
P. Oh, you think it might be two 


weeks? H.P. I would, say so. Yes, sir. . 


P. It. will take that Iong, huh? H.P, 


I am afraid so because— | 


President Fears a Leak 


P. Well, by that time, my view is — 


that the damn thing will leak out and 
I—~well, be that as it may, we'll see, 
H.P. That conceals: it. 


P. Why don’t you and I talk about - 


that tomorrow? H.P. We will. 


P. And we will look over the Halde- . 


man/Ehrlichman thing to see what the 


facts are and maybe you could give - 


me a little sheet of paper on both as 
to what you feel their. vulnerabilities 
are so that I—could you do that? HP. 
I will try indeed. Yes, sir. 

P. I mean just say, for these reasons, 
etc., and then I will be in a position to 
act on it. H.P. Very good. 

P. You understand, there isn’t going 
to be any problem, of course not with 
Dean and neither Haldeman nor 
Ehrlichman. They are perfectly pre- 


pared to do whatever I say at mo- ° 


ment’s notice because they put the of- 
fice first But the only thing I am con- 
cerned about is in the prosecution of 


a case like this, it may be that if you , 


have them move it may have an effect 

on some of the others you are trying 

to get to testify. I don’t know, but— 
H.P. That is certainly true with Dean. 
P. Certainly true with Dean? 


. 


P. Because, in both casesthey have 
a—basically in both of their cases, as 
I look at the thing since it is basically 
the obstruction of justice case for the 
most part, with the possibility of Hal- 
deman of knowledge, although that is 
questionable to believe. But you have 


to hear Strachan before you decide’ 


that. 
H.P. Yes sir. ' 


P. But that’s a matter which is going | 


to involve your hearing them too, what | 


they know, I suppose, as well as hear- 
ing the others. 


H.P, Oh, I think that is right and I : 


think with respect to the obstruction / 
of justice thing is concerned, it is easy 
for me to. see“how they fell into that, ' 


if you like. 


P. Yeah. Uh huh. Rather than being | 
directly conspirators? H.P. That’s right. : 


That’s right. : 


P. And there is a difference in that. 


respect, I suppose, H.P. That’s right. 
A difference, at least, in moral culpa-i 
bility. ; 

P. Sure. Motive: — 

H.P. In plain terms of ultimate em-' 
barrassment, I think that—-The embar- : 
rassment is there, but in terms—basic- 
ally in terms of motive which might 
be the legal culpability, they might be 
off but in terms of embarrassment 


they would have to be out of the Gov- | 


ernment? 
H.P. Yes sir. 


P. I get your point and, frankly, 


either one is enough. I understand that; 


totally because that was what was in-. . 


volved in the Adams’ case, as you re-' 
call. H.P. Yes. 

P, He was not legally guility of a 
damn thing. Well he might have been, 
I suppose, making the telephone call, 
if they had ever brought him to trial. 
But because of the possibility, we had 
to move on him. Well in any event, 
I am glad to get your view on it but 
I want you to know that having talked: 
to Dean and told him to wait, I want-: 
ed you to know that I had told him 
to wait because I had agreed with him 
that I would not do it until I heard 
from him, but let me say I am going 
to wait until I hear from you then, 
on Dean. Is that fair enough? 

H.P. Fine, yes, sir. 

P, And you will probably hear him 
Monday or Tuesday, tomorrow——well, 
you don’t know yet. 


Magruder Discussed 


H.P. We don’t know yet. Now, it’s 
not going to be that quick. We have 
Strachan, LaRue and O’Brien— 

H.P. Tomorrow. Let’s say Monday 


and Tuesday. 

P. Yep. Huh, huh, What about Mag- 
ruder? You have to get him in there 
some place, don’t you? 

H.P. We’ve had him in and we have 
to get his testimony in before the 
grandjury, and we are trying to work 

out w:th his lawyers as to whether or 
- not— 
~~ P, Well, he will come tn .and plead: 
guilty so you can. Because it seems to 
“me, that your idea of getting him on 
‘and pleading guilty and beating the 
“damn. press and the Ervin Committee 
to it is a. very good one. Otherwise, you 
know, they are going to say they forced: 
you to do it. And that is very important, 
don’l, you agree? : 
_ HP. There are negotiations under-way’ 
with. counsel now and obviously they 
are very much afraid of Sirica. They are 
afraid Sirica is going to clap him in jail 
imniediately. P. Oh. 

H.P. We have to see Sirica, too. 

s,.P, Now, Sirica’s got to see the point 
of this. My goodness, because the point | 
is Sirica’s got to realize he is getting 
bigger fish. H.P. That’s right. P. Right? i 
~ AUP. That is it exactly. 

®. Allright. Good luck. Good—by. . 


“HP, Thank you for calling, Mr. Pres- 


April 16, 1973 
(9:50-9:59 AM) 


Meeting: The President, 

Haldeman and Ehrlichman, 

- .~ Oval Office 

E. Did‘ you get those— ; 

P. I’m -going to ask him which one 
hé wants to sign. It seems to me that 
I- don’t want to pressure him or should 
I just have him sign effective today 
or not announce it. What is your ad- 
vice? We’ve got plenty of time. 


“iE, Well, as I made it loud and clear 
that he ought to sign both of them. 


Then you could use whichever one he, . 


wanted or none, depending on how 

éitcumstances unfold. P, [Unintelligible] 
E. Unless he won’t, You know, you 

know what to do at that point. 

“OH. -You go to Petersen and ask him 

aot to [unintelligible] ; 


="P. That is why, John, I want to nail 


down what Dean said about other bugs 
oh the White House and so forth, and 
so on. I assume that is the Plumbers 
operation, ; 

- E. No, no. What he is referring to 
is the FBI’s bugs on the journalists in 
the first year he was nominated. 

-.P. [Unintelligible]. 

“-E. Hold on, No, no. These were al- 
most all FBI bugs. What I said all Na- 
tional Security— 

-..P, But I was. wondering what. your 
advice, if I should not tell him today 
‘that anything in that area is National 
Security [unintelligible] 

*-E, I think you should, and I think 
if: should cover not only that but 
Plumbing operation and anything else 
of. which he has kriowledge that I am 
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{unintelligible] that with Executive Privi- 
jege right now. 

.. P, Executive Privilege— 

» E, And I don’t want to ever hear 
[unintelligible] discuss those matters. 
P: Yeah. E. [Unintelligible] 

+: P, I don’t know whether he did. He 
might have. 

.aE. Well, he might have been if he 
bas yet afterwards or before— P. [Un- 
intelligible] 

E. Now if you remember the whole 
operation was because you were afraid 
there were leaks out at the NSC and 
you. were trying to find them. 

P. I thought they were due to the 
F.BLI. ; 
~’E. Well, ali the [unintelligible] were 
biit there was one in Georgetown at 
somebody’s house that actually was 
never put on. It was [unintelligible] but 
it was explored and how Dean knows 
about that, I don’t know. The F.B.I. 
files— aN: 

P. [Unintelligible] ; 

E. I can’t say. I doubt it. I think it 
was before his time. 

..P, The reason that I made the call 
while in Dean’s presence last night was 
that he said Liddy was saying how he 
knows Liddy had told [unintelligible] 
or..something like that. I said he must 
funintelligibte]. Well, he thought he 
ought to get hold of his attorneys. 
Liddy said will not [unintelligible] high- 
‘er authorities, [Unintelligible] not the 
President, [unintelligible] Mitchell. And 
I said, I called Petersen [unintelligible] 
where to go [unintelligible] Liddy’s at- 
torney. The President is not asking for 
any type of [unintelligible]. - 
“ E. He can’t hurt anything at this 
point and it certainly [unintelligible] 
way the thing he had to do with 
Mitchell ‘and Magruder. P. [Unintelli- 
gible] 
‘-E. Remove any impediment against 
their testifying by reason of misplaced 
loyalty to you. P. [Unintelligible} 

‘E, Petersen, is obviously reacting to 
the whole [unintelligible]. 

P. I would like also a scenario with 
regard to the President’s role, in other 
words, the President— , 

:..E. Ziegler has just left my office. He 
feels we have no more than 12 hours. 


_ He’s got some input from the Post and 


he estimates unless we take an initia- 
tive by 9 o’clock tonight it will be too 
~ate. Now, for that reason, I would sug- 
gest that Ziegler set a meeting with 
Petersen and if you and Ziegler can 
nersuade Petersen the announcement 
hhas come from the White House—P. I'll 
tell them. 

- E, Otherwise the Justice Department 
suill, of course, crack this whole thing. 
iH, Perhaps the whole thing, but I 
think it would be a good idea [unintel- 
figible] Petersen alone. 

-E. That is a very good point. Now 
you know how [unintelligible] around 
for sometime ahead of time you got this 
well thought through and well laid out 
amd I think he is quite [unintelligible] 
about it and quite [unintelligible]. P. 
[Unintelligible]. : 

E. We'll do that while you are gone. 
«there is one point before you talk to 
‘Dean that I heard last night that doesn’t 
fit together. Maybe it doesn’t: matter. 


And that is that Dean said, last night, 
as I undersivod it, that Petersen had 
told you that Liddy has not talked. They 


can’t get Liddy to talk. P. Yeah. 


E. Dean told us that Liddy had told 


him everything. Told the U. S. Attorney. 
-P..T know that, I know that, but I 

a E. Petersen lying to you or [unintel- 
ligible]. P. Well, maybe a little both. E. 


‘Yell, 1 think it is probably [unintelligi- 
ble]. P. A snow job. E. Either that or 

Dean is [unintelligble] cover-up in case 
anything starts to seep out. 

P. Cover up—How strong [unintel- 
ligible]. E. Ron thinks that it ought to 
be done from up here. That [unintel- 
ligible] I mentioned it to him the other 
day he thought you should do it here, 
if you did it at all. 

P. I could do it right here? E. Yes. But 
he wants to get out the fact that Dean 
[unintelligible] you that the Dean re- 
port was inadequate [unintelligible] that 
several weeks ago you reinstituted an 
examination of the personal investiga- 
tion and that this culminated in a whole 
series of actions over the weekend. 

P. I spent the weekend working on it. 
[Unintelligible] got to say. 

E. The report did not. This is the 
week that Mitchell being here [unintel- 
ligible]. P. [Unintelligible]. 

E. Well, now, If I am going to be 
splashed on this thing you are better 
off now having another scrap with 
Dean. 

.P. Well, somebody is going to be. E. 
Well, we could not [unintelligble]—P. 
Investigation of the matters. E. I think 
that that is the way, the investigation 
of the matter. 

P. But I didn’t talk to Mitchell. E. 
Well, they say who did it, delegating 
him to do that. I mean that, that’s—P. 
[Unintelligible] look one damn thing. E. 
Well, I think there is a full Ehrlichman 
report, unquote. [Unintelligible]. 

P, Would you mind talking to Moore 
to see Gray or [unintelligible] you can 
talk to him can’t you? Time is of the es- 
sence right now. [Unintelligible]. 

E. I understand. P. [Unintelligible]. E. 
No, no, ll take care of it. P. [Unintel- 
ligible]. 

E. As a matter of fact, I have a prob- 
lem. I’m going to get Moore to talk to 
Fielding also, and find out what was in 
there because I don’t want to know. P. 
Right. [Unintelligible].. E. And then 
Moore can advise you. 

P, I don’t know [unintelligible] when 
I get back [unintelligible] Justice De- 
partment drag it out of the White 
House. You [unintelligible]. E. [Unintel- 


ligible] you do it. Petersen here is work- 


ing with me on— 

P. Yesterday. Yesterday, ¥ talked to 
Mr. Kleindienst. He removed funintel- 
ligible] people involved, I said, “Now, 
Petersen and myself. That’s right, Peter- 
sen [unintelligible]. 

E. Well, he’s got a funintelligible] So. 
Well, Pll be seeing Dean now. P. Yeah, 
but— 

E. I think that the point is that in 
picking up these letters from him, it 
would be the agreement that neither he 
nor you would announce jt immediately. 
So the announcement would be your 
discretion. P. Right. E. And the decision 


would be at your discretion as to which 
way to go. P. Right. 

E. And you might ask him whether 
he intends to plead guilty or not—P. 
Yeah. E. Or not guilty. P. Yeah. E. And 
that will weight in your own [unintel- 
ligible]. That’s right. That's right..[Un- 
intelligible]. ; 

[Material Unrelated. to Presidential 
Actions Deleted.] _ 7 


April 16, 1973 
(10:00-10:40 A.M) 


Meeting : The President 
and Dean, Oval Office 


P. Good morning, John. How are you? 

D. Good morning. : 

P. Sit down, sit down. Trying to get 
my remarks ready.to deliver for the 
building trades. You know I was think- 
ing, get the odds and ends—[inaudible]. 
You will remember we talked about 
resignations, et cetera, et cetera that 
I should have in hand. Not:to be re- 
leased. D. Uh, huh. 


P. But that I should have in hand |. 


something or otherwise, they will say, 
“What the hell. After Dean told. you 
all of this, what did you do?” You see? 
D. Uh, huh. 

P, I talked to Petersen about this 
other thing and I said, “Now what do 
you want to do about this situation on 
Dean, et cetera?” And he said, well, he 
said I don’t want to announce anything 
now. You know what I mean. D. Uh, 
huh. 

P.-But what is your feeling on that? 
See what I mean? 

D. Well I think it ought to be Dean, 
Ehrlichman and Haldeman. 

P. Well, I thought Dean at this 
moment. ‘ 

D. All right. ; 

P. Dean at this moment because you 
are going to be going and I will have 
to handle them also. But the point is, 
what is your advice? You see the point 
is, we just typed up a couple just to 
have here which I would be willing to 
put out. You know... D. Uh, huh. 

P. In the event that certain things 
occur, D. I understand. : 

P. To put—just putting. What is you 
advice? D. I think it would be good to 
have it on hand, and I would think to 
be very honest with you— 

P. Have the others too? D. Yeah, 
have the others toc. 

P. Well as a matter of fact, they both 
suggested it themselves so I’ve got 
that—I am sorry, Steve. I hit the wrong 
bell. D. [Half laugh]. : 

P, So I have already done that with 
them. D. All right. 

P. They said look whatéver—and I 
want to get your advice on them, too. 
And what I would think we would want 
to do is to have it in two different 
forms here and I would like to discuss 
with you the forms. It seems to me that 
your form should be to request an im- 
‘mediate leave of absence. That would’ 
be one thing. The other, of course, 
would be just a straight resignation. 
D. Uh huh. | 

P. First, what I would suggest isi 
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that you sign both. That is what I had 
in mind, And then we'll talk about 
after—you don’t know yet what you’re. 
For example, if you go in and plead 
guilty you would have to resign 

D. That is right. : 

P. If on the other hand, you’re going 
in on some éther basis, then I think the 
leave of absence is the proper thing to 
do.” 

D. Uh, huh, I would think so. * 

P. And that is the way I would dis- 
cuss it with others, too. If you have 
any other thoughts, let me know. I am 
not trying to press you on the thing. 


I just want to be sure John’s got the ; 


record of anything that I should have | 
here. 


D. I think it is a good idea. I frankly 
do. But I think if you do it, for one, I 
think you have problems with others‘ 
too Mr. President. 

P. I already have the others, 

D. That is what I am trying to advise 
you on — ; 


‘Who Is the Third One? 


P. But on theirs, both, it is all pend- 
ing their appearance, et cetera. That 
isn’t yours, Nothing is going to be said 
but I have to have it in hand by reason, 
as I told them as a matter of fact after 
our talk last night. I told them that I 
have to have these in hand so: that I 
can move on this if Petersen is going 
to report to me everyday. I said now 
Petersen, “If you get this stuff con- 
firmed, I need to know.” He said, well, 
I asked him specifically, “what do you 
do? Who is going to be today?” And 
he said, ‘well, Strachan.” There are 
three today I think. Who is the third 
one?- 

D. I don’t know. 

P. That’s right! You're not supposed... 

D. [Laughter] i 

P. Then, OK, 

_D. What. I would like to do is draft 
up for you an alternative letter. putting 
in both options and you can just put 
them in the file. Short and sweet. 

P. All right, Fine. I had dictated some- 
thing myself. All my own which, if you 
can give me.a better form, fine. I just 
want you to do it either way. Do you? 
Or do you want to prepare something? 

D. I would like to prepare something. 

P. Good. All right. Fine. Why don’t 
you take this? You can take those as 
an idea and have something. I’ve got 
to see Petersen at 1:30.. 

D. AIL right. 

P. Understand I don’t want to put 
anything out because I don’t want to 
jeopardize your position at all. You have 
a right to, just as everybody else has. 
You have taken a hell of a load here 
but I just feel that since what you said 
last night that we’ve got to do it and 
with Haldeman and Ehrlichman I have 


leave of absences from them. Which, 


however, I will not use until I get the 
word from Petersen on corroboration 
which he advised himself. I talked to 
him after you left — about 11:45 and 
let [him — characterization omitted] 
know how hard we work around here. 

D. Well, you will have something 
within. a couple of hours. 

P. I won’t be back. Yes, you draft - 


what you want me to. In other words 
you can — 

D. And if you don’t like what I draft, 
you can tell me and I will change it in 
any way that you want. , 

P. Oh sure, oh sure. But I can’t make 
the decisions, of course. You see and 
also, well put it this way: you draft 
what you want and if I have any con- 
cern about it I'll give you a ring. You 
can be around, et cetera. But you would 
agree that nothing should be put out 


. now? D. I would agree. I was thinking 


about that. 
Petersen Takes Over . 


P. You see we got that problem today 
that the thing may break. You know 
with Magruder, et cetera and I. You 
know that is what I wanted to run over 
with you briefly. You know to get your 
feeling again as to how we handle it. 
You were saying the President should 
stay one step ahead of this thing. Well, 
we've got—the only problem is what 
the hell can I say publicly? Here is 
what we have done. I calied in Klein- 
dienst. I have been working on it all 
week, As soon-as I got the Magruder 
thing I got in Kleindienst and then at 
4 P.M. we got in Petersen, Kleindienst 
withdrew and assigned Petersen. I said, 
“Alright Henry, I don’t want to talk 
with Kleindienst anymore about this 
case. I am just going to talk to you. 
and get to the bottom of this thing. 
You are in charge. You follow through 
and I am going to let the chips fall 
where they may.” We have covered 
that all the way down the line, Now 
I had to follow him to a certain extent 
on the prosecution side. On the other 
hand on the P.R. side I sure as hell 
am not going to let the Justice Depart- 
ment step out and say look we dragged 
the White House in here. I’ve ‘got to step 
out and do it, John. Don’t you agree? 
D. That’s right. 

P. Again, I don’t want to walk out and 
say look John Dean’s resignation has 
been accepted. (expletive omitted) That 
isn’t fair. D. Nor would it be fair to say 
Ehrlichman and Haldeman’s have. ; 

P. You see, they haven’t been charged 
yet. As soon as they are charged it’s 
a problem. But in your case you haven't 
been charged with anything yet. D. No, 
I have not, 

P. That is my problem. The only rea- 
son I am doing this is because of what 
you said about them and that is why 
I am getting from them too. 

_D. Well there is a chance today when 
LaRue goes down that Haldeman, Ehr- 
lichman’s name are going to be right 
down there before the grand jury... 

P. Well, the name may be in but the 
point is you don’t just throw some- 
body out because their name comes 
forth, You understand. D, I understand. 

P. You could also, if you would, I 
would like for you to prepare a letter 
that you would have for Ehrlichman 
and Haldeman. Would you do that? D. 
Yes sir. 

P. Then I will give them the’ form 
and let them work out something that 
is appropriate. Would you prepare that 
for me? D. Yes, I will. P. But they told 
me last night orally, just as you did, 
that D. They stand ready? 


P. With head erect, they said, “Look, 
we will leave in a minute. We will 
leave today, do whatever you want.” 
I said, “No, you are going to have to 
wait until we get some evidence.” You 
know what I mean? D. Uh, huh. 

P. I gather you agree with me. D. 
That is what I do and the question is 
timing and—P. Let’s get Dean’s ad- 
vice as to how we handle this from 
now on. What is your advice? 

D. Well, I would say you should have 
the letters in hand and then, based on 
what you learn from Petersen, you can 
make a judgment at the time. I think 
you are still five steps ahead of what 
will ever emerge publicly. I don’t 
think — 

P. I think they caught (inaudible) 
somebody told me that the POST ac- 
cording to Ziegler has something they 


are running tomorrow. Magruder talk- 
ing around and everything, I don’t 
know. 

D. Weill, I know some of the things 
Magruder said. He said that the prose- 
cutors had asked him a number of 
questions about Ehrlichman and Halde- 
man. There is no doubt that that will 
be out on the street also. 

P. Then the other will come out too. 
D. Uh, huh. P. That’s my point, see. D. 
Fortunately, I am hoping that the ul- 
timate resolution of this thing is that 
no one has any problems and that is 
possible. P. Legally? D. Legally. . 


Involvement of Staff 


P. That's right, which I hope is your 
case too. In other words when I say 
anything about the White House staff 
~—-not you, not Colson, or Haldeman 
because — (expletive omitted). Let me 
make this point again. I need—we 
know there is, Ziegler has always said 
it was oral. D. That’s right. 


P. Right. But you remember when 
you came in, I asked you the specific 
question ‘Is anybody on the White 
‘House staff involved in it?’ You told 
me, “No.” D. That’s right. And I have 
no knowledge — 

P. You still believe that ~ D. ‘Yes sir, 
I do. P. But: you did tell me that in the 
aftermath there were serious problems. 
D. That’s right. P. Right. And, I said, 
‘Well, let’s see what they are.” D, And 
now you are beginning to see what 
they are. They are potential, technical, 
obstruction of justice problems. 

P. I talked to Petersen last night and 
he made exactly the same point. He 
said the obstruction was morally wrong. 
No, not morally. He said it may not 
have been morally wrong and it may 
not have been legally wrong, but he 
said from the standpoint of the Presi- 
‘dency you can’t have it. So, he seems 
to think that the obstruction of justice 
thing is a [expletive omitted] hard thing 
to prove in court. 

D. That’s right. 


P. Which I think should be some com- 
ford to you, 

-D. Well, may lawyer tells me, you 
know, -that, “legally you are in damn 
good shape.” 4 

‘P. Is that right? Because you’re not— 
You were simply helping the defendants 


96 


get their fees and their—What does he 
say? : 


D. In that position, I am merely a 


conduit. It is very technical, very tech- 
nical. I am a conduit to other people. 
That is the problem. 

P. What was the situation, John? The 
only time I ever heard any discussion 
of support for the defense fund was 
[inaudible]. I guess I should have as- 
sumed somebody was helping them. I 
must have assumed it. But I must say 
people were good in a way because I 
was busy. Was when you mentioned to 
me something about hard-hitting prob- 


lem. But that was handled-by Mitchell. - 


Was that true or what? 

D. The last time we had a request was 
the week before sentencing. 

P. He hit you at a dinner or some- 
thing? 

D. No. no.'O’Brien, who was one of 
the lawyers who was representing the 
re-election committee, was asked by 
Hunt to meet with him. He came to me 
after the meeting and said that Hunt 
asked that the following message be 
passed to you. I said, “hy me?” He said, 
“I asked Hunt the same question.” 


P. You, Dean—or me, the President? - 


D. Passed to me, Dean. P. He had never 
asked you before? D. No. — 

P. Let me tell you. What did you re- 
port to me on, though. It was rather 
fragmentary, as I recall it. You said 
Hunt had a problem— 

D. Very fragmentary. I was— 


Earlier Talk Recalled 


P. I said, “Why, John, how much is 
it going to cost to do this?” That is 
when I sent you to Camp David and 
said [expletive removed] “Let's see 
where this thing comes out.” 

D. That’s right. : 

P. And you said it could cost a mil- 
lion dollars. . 

D. I said it conceivably could. I said, 
“If we don’t cute this thing—” 

P, How was thathandled? Who han- 
dled that money? 

D. Well, let me tell you the rest of 
what Hunt said. He said, “You tell 
Dean that I need $72,000 for my per- 
sonal expenses, $50,000 for my legal 
fees and if I don’t get it I am going to 
have some things to say about the 
seamy things I did at the White House 
for John Ehrlichman.” Allright, I took 
that to John Ehrlichman, Ehrlichman 
said, “Have you talked to Mitchell 
about it?” I said, “No, I have not.” He 
said, “Well, will you talk to Mitchell?” 
I said, ‘Yes I will.” I talked to Mitchell. 
I just passed it along to him. And then 
we were meeting down here a few days 
later in Bob’s office with Bob and Ehri- 
ichman, and Mitchell and myself, and 
Ehrlichman said at that time, “Well, is 
that problem with Hunt: straightened 
out?” He said it to me and I said “Well, 
ask the man who may know: Mitchell.” 
Mitchell said, “I think that problem is 
solved.” 7 

P.That’s all? : . 

D. That’s all he said. ae * 

P. In other words, that was done a 
the Mitchell level? 

D. That’s right. ; 

P. But you had knowledge; Haldeman 
had knowledge; Ehrlichman had know- 


ledge and I suppose I did that night. 
That assumes culpability on that, 
doesn’t it? 

D. I don’t think so. 

P. Why not? I plan to be tough on 
myself so I can handle the other thing. 
I must say I did not even give it a 
thought at the time. 

D. No one gave it a thought at the 
time, 

P. You didn’t tell me this about Ehrl- 
ichman, for example, when you came in 
that day. : 

D. I know. 

P. You simply said, “Hunt needs this 
money.” You were using it as an ex- 
ample of the problems ahead. 

D. I have tried all along to make sure 
that anything I passed to you myself 
didn’t cause you any personal problems. 

Question of Privilege. Raised 

P. John, let me ask you this, Let us 
suppose if this thing breaks and they 
ask you John Dean, “Now John, you 
were the President’s Counsel, Did you 
report things to the President?” 

D. I would refuse to answer any 
questions unless you waive the privilege, 

P. On this point, I would not waive. 
I think you should say, “I reported to 
the President. He called me in and asked 
me before, when the event first oc- 
curred, and passed to the President the 
message that no. White House personnel 
in the course of your investigation were 
involved.” You did do that didn’t you? 

D. I did that through Ehrlichman and 
Haldeman, 

P. I know you did because I didn’t 
see you until after the Election, p. 
That’s right, 

P. Then you say, after the election 
when the McCord thing broke, the Pres- 
-ident called you in. I think that is when 
it was, wasn’t it? ; ; 

D. No. It was before the McCord 
thing, because you remember you told 
me after Friday morning that McCord’s 
letter — you said, “you predicted this 
was going to happen.” Because I had 
oh, in the week or two weeks — 

P. Why -did I get you in there? What 
triggered me getting you in? 

D. Well, we just started talking about 
this things, ~ 

P. But I called you and Moore to- 
gether for a Dean Report, didn’t I? 

D. On a Wednesday morning — 

P. Oh, I know what was involved. It 
was involving that damn executive priv- 
ilege and.all that. : 

D. The Gray things were popping. On 
the Wednesday morning before I asked— 

P. We had three conversations to my 
recollection, ; 

D. Well, sir, I think we had more 

than that. But, of course, we have a 
record of that through those people. 
_._ P. Yeah. D, I think we had more than 
that. P. I have to read this. Go ahead. 
D. But the one report where I finally 
called Bob and said, “Bob, I don’t think 
the President has ‘all the facts.” 

P. That’s right and then you came and 
Sat in this chair and that is the first 
time that I realized the thing. D. That’s 
right. . 


Withholding Data Opposed 


_ P. Now the question: well Mr. Dean, 
is: “Why didn’t you tell the President 


before?” And your answer there is, “1 
didn’t know.” That’s what you told me 
last night. You see, I don’t want you, 
John, to be in a position and frankly 
I don’t want the President to be in the 
Position, where one of his trusted peo- 
ple had information that he kept from 
him. D. I did not know. 

P. Fine. You did not know. How did 
you find out then? But you can handle 
that. D. That’s right. 

P. But I did ask you and I think 
you should say the President authorized 
me to say this — I won’t reveal the 
conversation with the President—he 
asked me this question. I told him this, 
that nobody in the White House was 
involved. And in addition to that to the 
best of my ability | kept, I guess, or 
how do you think you should handle 
this Presidential advice? Maybe you 
better— 

D. Well, I think the Jess said about 
you, I think you say anything you want 
to say anything about it, 

P. Well, let me tell you I am going to 
handle that properly and I just wanted 
to be.sure that it jives with the facts. 


I can say that you did tell me that no- 


body in the White House was involved 
and I can say that you then came in, at 
your request, and said, “I think the 
President needs to hear more about this 
case.” D, That’s right, 

P. Then it was that night that I 
started my investigation. D. That’s right 
—that was the Wednesday before they 
were sentenced. Now I can get that 
date— 


P. Would you do this. Get your chro- 


nology of this, Wednesday you came in 


and told me that, et cetera, That would 
be helpful for me to have. That is when 
I frankly became interested in the case 
and I said, “Now [expletive omitted] 
I want to find out the score.” And set 
im motion Ehrlichman, Mitchell and— 
not Mitchell but a few others. OK? 
D. Sure. ; ; 

P. One other thing, On this privilege 
thing — nothing is ‘Privileged that in- 
volves wrongdoing. © 

D. That is correct. 

P. On your part or wrongdoing on the 
part of anybody else, I am telling you 
that now and I want you when you 
testify, if you do, to say that the Presj- 
dent told you that. Would you do that? 
Would you agree to that? 

D. Yes Sir. 

P. Fine, However, let me Say with 
regard to what we cail the electronic 
stuff they heard, and what I have now 
found is in the leak area of the na- 
tional security area. That I consider 
privileged. 

D. I do too. 


Most Done by Bureau 


P. And I think you should say, for 
example, on that. What I mean is 1 
think in the case of the Kraft’s stuff 
what the F.B.I. did, they were both fine. 
I have checked the facts. There were 
some done through private sources, Most 
of it was done through the bureau 
after we got—Hoover didn’t want to do 
Kraft. What it involved apparently, John 
was this: the leaks from the N.S.C. 
They were in Kraft and others columns 
and we were trying to plug the leaks 
and we had to get it done and finally 
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Dean said, “I am not going down there 
and lie,” because your hand will.shake 
and your emotions, Remember you told 
me that. 

D. Yes, I said that. I am incapable 

of it. . 
P. Thank God. Don’t ever do it John. 
Tell the truth. That is the thing I have 
told everybody around here. (expletive 
omitted) tell the truth! All they do John 
is compound it. ; ; 

P. That (characterization omitted) 
Hiss would be free today if he hadn’t 
lied. If he had said, “Yes I knew Cham- 
bers and as a young man I was involved 
with some Communist activities but I 
broke it off a number of years ago.” 
And Chambers would have dropped it. 
If you are going to lie, you go to 
jail for the lie rather than the crime. 
So believe me, don’t ever lie. D. The 
truth always emerges. It always does. 

P. Also there is a question of right 


and wrong too. D. That’s right. P. 


Whether it is right and whether it is 
wrong. Perhaps there are some gray 
areas, but you are right to get it out 
now. D. I am sure. 

P. On Liddy I wanted to be sure. 
You recall our conversation. You asked 
me to do something, I have left it with 
Petersen now and he said he would 
handle it. That’s the proper place. When 
Liddy says he cannot talk with peers it 
must be higher authority, I am not his 
higher authority. It is Mitchell. 

“D. Well, he: obviously is looking for 
the ultimate, but I think he is looking 
for the ultimate. He has the impression 
that you and Mitchell probably talk on 
the telephone daily about this. 

P. You know we have never talked 
about this. D. I understand that. P. I 
have never talked to Mitchell about this 
except when whether we go the execu- 
tive privilege thing. D. Right. 


Advice From Dean 


P. He came in and said everyone 
should testify in executive session ex- 
cept you. Which I think, I think it 
should not be with executive privilege. 

D. I think, Mr. President. the earlier, it 
will be a fizzle, when Petersen finishes 
with his— 

P.’ You don’t think we can hold to 
executive privilege anyway do you, 
John? D. To hold on executive privilege? 
P. Tell me your version what should 
we do? ; 

D. I think if there are indictments 
down there in that court room, none 
of us will be able to go up to testify. 
I think the Watergate is just going 
to be totally carved out of the Ervin 
Hearings, 


P, That’s Watergate and then the | 
other stuff is not that important, Segret- | 


ti and all that? : 

D. Segretti and all that stuff is not 
that important. They will try. They can 
have a lot of fun with it, but it is not 
very meaningful. 

P. So you think that Liddy thought 
that my calling Mitchell would be typi- 
cal. Well, we covered that last night. 
You were there. Is that enough? D. 
Petersen will tell you if it doesn’t — 
P. You tell me if you don’t think it is 
enough—D. No, I think it is enough. 
P. I am going to expect you — after 
all, you are still the counse! around 


we turned it over to Hoover. And then 
when the hullabaloo developed we just 
knocked it off altogether. But in my 
view, I consider that privileged. ¢ 

_ D. Ihave no intention of raising that 
in any conversation. _ 

P.. Have you informed your lawyers 
about that? ; 

D. No. 

P, I think you should not. Understand, 
not because it would cut anything but I 
do think it is privileged. But it is up to 
you. 

D. No—I think it is privileged also. 

P. Support your own—and this was 
necessary to do, If we had had Hoover 
under more control, as Lyndon Johnson 
did, it would have been better. Now, 
your guess is when will you be called? 
Perhaps Tuesday or Wednesday or— 

D. I would think sometime this week. 

P, You don’t think the thing is likely 
to break today? 

D. No, I don’t. 

P. I wonder what Ziegler’s got, He 
must, he seems to think something is 
going to break. He hasn’t been in to 
see me and I will have to get him in 
later. Well, I will ask Petersen. Don’t you 
agree with me that it is better that 


we make the first announcement and 
not the Justice Depa'tment. 

D. Yes I do, On your own staff. 

P. Oh hell, I am going to make ‘the 
announcement on Magruder too. (exple- 
tive omitted) It was our campaign. Iam 
not going to have the Justice Depart- 
ment —~ we triggered this whole thing. 
Don’t you agree? You helped to trigger 
it. You know what I mean. 

D, When history is written and you 
put the pieces back together, you will 
see why it happened. Because I triggered 
it, I put everybody’s feet to the fire 
because it just had to stop. P. That’s 


_ right. 


D, And I still continue to feel that, 

P. You put Magruder’s feet to the 
fire. Where did you see Magruder? 

D. I didn’t. In fact, I refused to see 
him. That was one of the problems. P. 
Oh, and that’s why— 

D. I started to talk with—I met with 
him in one of these outer offices at a 


Meeting. 


A Question of Credit 


P. What got Magruder to talk? I would 
like to take the credit. D. Well. 

P, I was hoping that you had seen 
him because— 

D. He was told, one, that there was 
no chance. 

P. As a matter of fact, he made a 
Statement about (inaudible) around the 
White House. I guess this was pre-pri- 
maries—it was all committed. P. But on 
Magruder, come again. 

D. The situation there is that he and 
Mitchell were continuing to talk, Pro- 
ceeding along the same course they had 
been proceeding to locking their story, 
but my story did not fit with their 
story. And I just told them I refused 
to change, to alter my testimony. But 
would repeat it just as I had given it. 
This had to do with a number of meet- 
ings in the Department of Justice. 

P. Oh yes, I remember. You told me 
that. I guess everybody told me that. 


here—D, Laughter 

P, No, I am serious. You’ve got to 
advise me the same with Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman as long as you are around 
here, we’ve got to— 

D. Well, I want to lay one thing out. 
I think there is a mythical belief — 
now, I have not talked to Bob or John 
about this — they don’t have a prob- 
lem Mr. President. And I am not really 
sure that they do, but I am telling you, 
they do. 

P, A problem? There is no question 
about it. Petersen made the point. I 
said, “Tell me what the facts are.” 
And he said, “The problem is that they 
are going to get splashed, and when 
they get splashed, you’ve got a prob- 
lem, Mr. President.’’ Now then he goes 
on to say that as far as the legal form 
of obstruction is concerned and he 
covers all three of you here, it is a 
very difficult case to prove. Do you 
agree with that? D. Uh, huh. That’s 
fine. 

P. You see that is the point. I know 
it would work. I am speaking not in 
personal terms. D. It is a technical case 
and it is a tough case. 

P. It’s a tough one to prove. What 
does he mean by that? D, Apparently, 
my lawyer said, “Now, I have won cases 
on this with tougher facts than you've 
got I will assure you.” It would not 
he a i 

P. So that is their real culpability, 
both Ehrlichman and Haldeman are in 
on the obstruction, is that your point? 

D. It would be a very good idea if 
they haq counsel. 

P. I told them last night they ought 
to get lawyers so I am one step ahead 
of you there. Is there anything else 
you think I should do? You don’t think 
I should—I am not going to let the 
ee Department break this case, 

D. I understand. You’ve got to break 
it, You are breaking it. Well, (expletive 
omitted) that is what we have done. 
That’s right. P. I could have told you 
to go to Camp Dayid ang eoncoct a 
story couldn’t I? and you have never 
heard that said, have you? D. No Sir. 

Duty of the Counsel 


P. In fact, I think I covered a little 
of that (inaudible), But on the other 
hand, it was your job to tell me, wasn’t 
it? D. Uh, huh. 

P. And you have. Basically what you 
have done—no, you told me the truth 
though. You’ve told me the truth. It 
was your job to work for the President, 
the White House staff ang they were 
not involved in the pre-thing. But then 
you thought the post-thing, You thought 
about it and that is why you decided, 
as you said. 

D. I thought we should cut the can- 
cer right off because to keep this whole 
thing— 

P. Look, one thing I want to be sure. 
When you testify, I don’t want you to 
be in a position, and I don’t want the 
the President to be in a position, that 
his counsel did not level with him. See 
my point? 

D, There is no point that I have not 
leveled with you, as you should know. 

P. Now when they say, “Now Mr. 
Dean, why didn’t you tell the President 
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—did you know about this? Why didn’t 
you tell the President?” F 

D. That is a P.R. situation Mr. Presi- 
dent. The U.S. Attorneys are not going 
to ask me questions asking what I said 
to the President and what I didn’t. 

P. Well, I frankly think—I would 
hope you can help on the P.R. there 
by saying—D. I will be happy to help 
on it. 

P. I would like for you to say—and 
you are free to talk. You are to say, 
“T told the President about this. I told 
the President first there was no involve- 
ment in the White House. Afterwards, 
I told the President that I—’ Ang the 
President said, “Look, I want to get to 
the bottom of this thing, period.” See 
what I am driving at—not just the White 
House. You continued your investigation 
et cetera, and the President went out 
and investigated on his own. Which 1 
have done, bélieve me, I put a little 
pressure on Magruder and a few of 
D. Uh, huh. ob Se 

P, And as a result of the President's 
actions this thing as been broken. D. 
That’s right. 

P, Because also I put pressure on 
the Justice Department—I told Klein- 
dienst—(expletive omitted) : 

D. No, I think you are in front right 
now and you can rest ay ape every- 
hing I do will k u as far as— 

P No, I Souk weed, understand when 
I say don’t lie. Don’t lie about me either. 

. No, I won't sir—you— - ; 

i P. I think I have done the right thing, 
but I want you to—if you feel I have 
done the right thing, the country is en- 
titled to know it. Because we are talk- 
ing about the Presidency here. 

D, This thing has changed so dra- 
matically, The whole situation since I 

ave you the picture. ; 

? P, Since you sat in that chair—D. In 
that chair over there and gave you 
what I thought were the circumstances, 
the potential problems. You have done 
nothing but try to get to the bottom 
of this thing, and— 

Possible Colson Role 

P. I think so. Well, I said, ee & 
re .” But my purpose was you write 
a eka as I said, ‘? want the Segretti 
stuff, Put everything else. Was the 
White House involved? You know, et 
cetera.” How about—one last thing. Col- 
son, You don’t think they are going to 
get him into something? 5 

D. I think he has some technical prob- 
lems close also, I don’t know if he has 
any, To the best of my knowledge, he 
had no advance knowledge of this thing. 

P, Right. 1 suppose the key there is 
Hunt. He was so close to Hunt. I just 
want to know for my own benefit. As I 
told you last night, I don’t want to get 
out there in front and have someone 
say “What about Chuck Colson?” 

D. Chuck swore up and down to me— 

P. I have got to say — to. you John 
Dean—was Colson involved? 

D. I have no information that he was 
at all. 

P. Post? The two things you men- 
tioned last night. ; 

D, That and let’s face it the other 
technical jobs, you know, P. Yeah. D. 


All the obstruction is technical stuff _ 


that mounts up. 

P, Well, you take, for example, the 
clemency bit. That is solely Mitchell 
apparently and Colson’s talk with Bitt- 
mann where he says he will do every- 
thing I can because as a friend. D. No, 
that was with Ehrlichman. 

P. Hunt? D. That was with Ehrlich- 
man. ‘i 
P. Ehrlichman with whom? D. Ehrlich- 


‘man, and Colson and I sat up there. 


Colson presented his story to Ehrlich- 
man regarding it and then John gave 
Chuck very clear instructions on going 
back and telling him, “Give him the 
inference he’s got clemency but don’t 
give him any commitment.” 

P, No commitment. D, Right. P. That's 
allright. No commitment. I have a right 
to say here — take a fellow like Hunt 
or a Cuban whose wife is sick or some- 
thing and give them clemency for that 
purpose — isn’t that right? D, That’s 
right. 

No Clemency Commitment 


P. But John specifically said, “No 
commitment,” did he? D. Yes. . 

P. And then Colson went on apparent- 
ly to —D. I don’t know how Colson 
delivered it— 

P. To Hunt’s lawyer—isn’t that your 
understanding? D. Yes, but I don’t know 
what he did or how— ? 

P. Where did this business of the 
Christmas thing get out, Jehn? What 
in the hell is that all about it? That 
must have been Mitchell, huh? D, No, 
that was Chuck again. % 

P. That they would all be out by 
Christmas? D. No, I think he said some- 
thing to the effect that Christmas is 
the time the clemency generally occurs. 

P. Oh yeah, Well, I don’t think that 
is going to hurt him. Do you? D. No. 

P. Clemency is one thing. He is a 
friend of Hunt’s, I am just trying to 
put the best face on it, but if it is 
the wrong thing to do I have to know. 
- D. Well, one of the things, I think 
you have to be very careful, Ang this 
is why the issue should be very good 
is, if you take a set of facts and let 
the prosecutors who have no PR judg- 
ment but they will give you the raw 
facts as they relate to the law, and it’s 
later you have to decide what public 
face will be put on it. 

P. Oh, I understand. You can help on 
that, John, 

D. Yes sir. Wherever I may be I 
will be available to help on that. 

P. Well, I hope you are right—You 
think you testify when? Well, Petersen 
will decide that. D. Yeah. 

P. Do you want me to say anything 
to him about it? D. No, I think my 
lawyers and the U. S. Attorneys office 
ought to continue to work in the same 
manner— : 

P. You see, I am having him report 
to me daily now. Which I think I should 


do. D. Right. 


P. So all I will say is that I am going 
to tell him that we have talked today 
and that I went over again the various 
materials— 

D, What would be the best thing in 
the world is if they decide that they’ve 
got nothing but technical cases against 
people at the White House and they 


chuck them all out. That is not im-. 


possible. ; 
P. Should I telephone him? D, No sir. 
P, That’s what they ought to do. D. 
That’s right. 


P, It may be a tough case for them 


to prove John. 

D. Well, they started out not to do 
it and none of the events are even re- 
leased, It could very well happen, 

Possible Technical Viclation 


P. Well that’s what I hope and I 
understand. The reason I have to have 
that is in case there is a break to- 
night. I don’t want to have to call John 
Dean in and say, “Look, John, can I 
have it?” It looks like I was, like a 


cramp in my plans, I’ve got to know ' 


because I do have some knowledge there 
might be more involved here. All that 
I am saying of this, as you know, is that 
I have heard things from the U.S. At- 
torney, and from John Dean and from 
my own people that indicate that there 
could be a technical violation, Under 


the circumstances, I feel that it is my ~ 


duty to have your resignation in hand. 
Of course, the President always has a 
resignation. How does that sound to 
you? 

D. Well, that’s right. Well, the thing 

is in phrasing the letter is important. 
You don’t call anybody involved when 
it is their problem, so that is why I 
would like— 
_P. Well, understand those are my 
dictations. They are only a form for 
you. You work it out and work it out 
so that it would be one that would 
apply to you and work out the answer 
to Ehrlichman and Haldeman’s letter. 
Just a form that I can give anybody— 
Strachan— ; 

D. He has gone to U.S.LA, 

P, Well, that doesn’t come to me does 
it? 


—is 


D. Well, the whole Executive Branch 


P. No, no I mean just let him submit | 


his resignation to Keogh. I will get his : 


resignation. I will tell those guys— 

D. I don’t think you ought to 
Strachan. I think . 

P. No, no, no—tell Keogh he ought 
to ask for his resignation. 

D. I think Bob ought to do that 
though. 


tell 


P. Bob Haldeman? Good. I will tell ' 
Bob to get Strachan and Magruder. | 


That's your advice, Also if you do have 
any random thoughts on how many more 
we could do on the presentation of this 


thing, sit over in your office and think. : 


You know what I mean, the President 
is in front. 

D. I will give you some motes on it 
which I think will help. 


P, Would you do that? D. Sure I will. . 
P. The record, Here is what I have. 


done—here is what I have done—here 
is what we think the President ought 
to do and when, you see what I mean? 
And then if we have to use these things, 
I pray to God we don’t, you guys don’t 
deserve them. You don’t deserve them. 

D,, Well, the important thing is not 
them, it is you. 

P, No—well, I know maybe it isn’t 
me personally, it is this place. D. It is 
this office and the campaign office as 
well. 
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P, Remember, be back. D. Allright 
sir. 

P, I would just sit there. Hang tight. 
D. I couldn’t be more objective Mr. 
President, 

P. What -D. I say, don’t think I have 
lost my objectivity at all in this. Do 


’ you know why? [unintelligible] P. Laugh- 


ter. Ok John. 


April 16, 1973 
(10:50-11:04 A.M.) 


Meeting: The President, 
Haldeman and Ehrlichman 
Oval Office 


P. Come in. 

H. Do you want John too? 

P. Yes, John too. 

H. The scenario worked out pretty 
well. Yeah— oo 

P. Well, John, let me say this, is 
quite the operator. We first talked 


- about the work he did before this be- 


gan. I said that I wanted him to know 
that it is national security work. He 
said I consider it so. I said, “Have you 
told anybody about it?” He said, “No. 
I don’t intend to. I don’t intend to say 
a thing more than I need to say in 
answering questions with regard to this 
matter, and I will not comment on 
anything else of course. I will not com- 
ment on any conversation I have had 
with the President.” So far as he is 
concerned, that operation will not be 
discussed” Of course, the problem I 
suppose is as‘far as others are con- 
cerned or were involved. But if they 
do, John, I would play it straight out. 
Damn it, of course we do this. 

E. Well, I have been thinking about 
this a little bit. If I ever got a question 
like that at the grand jury I would 
have to step out and ask the U.S. 
attorney to step out and tell him that 
it’s under executive privilege. Since it 


-is a national security matter, I can’t 


answer; that I would be happy to re- 
fer it to the President for his decision 
as to whether I should answer that or 
not, but that I am in no position to 
respond. If he says, well then we will 
have to. go talk to the judge, I will 
say that is what I think we should do. 
P. Fine. And then you get to’ the 
judge and say this involved— E. —a 
highly sensitive national security— P. 
national security investigations involv- 
ing leaks. Would you say that? E. No. 
P. No? You would not tell them what 
area? . 
E. No. I am just not at liberty, and 
the procedure we have in Government 
for a thing like that is for the witness 
who is put a question like that to refer 


it to the President for his personal | 


review. P. That’s right. 

E. And I would like an opportunity 
for that to be done. 

P. I can see you being asked the 
question. 

FE. I kind of think that is right, but 
that is the process that I would have 
to follow. 

P. I told him I would like to have 


‘that letter and he said, “What about . 


Haldeman and Lhrlichmai:>” I said they 
have already told me that they will 
resign in case—naturally, nobody is 
going to resign here until somebody— 
until I get better information, until I 
can satisfy myself with Petersen, . etc. 
And he said. “Well, do you mind if I 
take the letters and I prepare them? I 
would like to prepare them. so that in 
the event I have to go to trial they 
won't prejudice me in that.” I said, 
“Fine, fine. Prepare me what you think 
your letter of resignation should be.” 
So there it is, So he is thinking in both 
terms, apparently. I am just: guessing 
and IJ think that it is altogether proper, 
because he should have a letter of that 
sort. But I told him, as I told Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman last night, there is no 
question about people resigning around 
here, I’ve got their letters of resigna- 
tion in hand anytime I want them. 
Wasn't that the proper thing to say to 
him? | 

E. That’s fine. : 

H. He doesn’t give you any indica- 
tion how he is going to plead? 


Sees Limited Liability 


P. No. He said my lawyers have -to 
work that out. But he also hits this 
again, John: that his lawyers think that 
his possible criminal liability is limited. 
You know what I mean, damn. hard 
to prove. Now maybe he said basically 
when I see what is involved here—he 
mentioned something like, “sort of a 
[unintelligible] facing me, but it is a 
damn hard case’—and he: said what 
his lawyers have told him is that the 
Justice Department could: well come 
out of this without any indictments 
against anyone on the White House 
staff. I said, “What about Colson?” And 
he said, “Well there are three areas.” 
He mentioned Bittman. He mentioned 
call to Hunt, ete. : 

H. The call to Magruder. 

P. Oh, yes. Call to Magruder, but 
that’s previous. I hit him hard and I 
said, “Now look here, John. We had 
received this report? What about his 
call? Was that trye?” And he said, 
“Yes.” I said, “Do you still believe 
that?” And he said, “Yes.’’ He said as 
far aS anyone getting any [unintelli- 
gible] out, nobody: got anything out of 
it. As for the legal side of this, John, 
he has some sharp lawyers and they 
think this is a damn hard case to prove. 

E, For the Government to prove? 
aa Government thinks so, too, doesn’t 
it? ; 
P. As I told you today, Petersen said 
that the legal end is just terribly diffi- 
cult. H, It is our moral thing and the 
pressure. Basically it is a P.R. job. 

P. We have to decide this and decide 
it in terms of many things. But I, at 


-least, felt a little better about it than I 


did last night. H. Apparently. 

P. Well, now when do I receive Rog- 
ers? H. Anytime you want, I talked to 
him. He is on standby. P. How about 
four o’clock? Get him over here. H, 
That is fine. Whatever you want. 

P. Well, I will just call him and tell 
him to be on standby this afternoon, It 
may be earlier. Well, no, it is just as 
well. Get him over here at 4 o’clock. 
H. 4 o’clock. P, E.O.B. E. He is helping 


us to find counsel. 


P. Good, good. How has the scenario _ 


worked out? May I ask you? 

H. Well, it works out very good. You 
became aware sometime ago that this 
thing did not parse out the way it was 
supposed to and that there were some 
discrepancies between what you had 
been told by Dean in the report that 


there was nobody in the White House: 


involved, which may still be true. 

P. Incidentally, I don’t think it will 
gain as anything by dumping on the 
Dean Report as such. E. No. 

P. What I mean is I would say I 
was not satisfied that the Dean Report 
was complete and also I thought. it was 
my obligation to go beyond that to peo- 
ple other than the White House. 

E. Ron has an interesting point. Re- 
member you had.John Dean go to Camp 
David to write it up. He came down 
and said, “I can’t.” P, Right. 

E. That is the tip off and right then 
you started to move. P. That’s right. He 
said he could not write it. H. Then you 
realized that there was more to this 
than you had been led to believe, (un- 
intelligible) 


The Departure of Dean 


P, How do I get credit for getting 
Magruder to the stand? E. Well it is 
very simple. You took Dean off the case 
right ‘then. H. Two weeks, the end of 
March. P. That’s right. E. The end of. 
March, Remember that letter you signed 
to me? P. Uh, huh. E. 30th of March. 
P. I signed it. Yes. 

E. Yes sir, and it says Dean is off 
of it. I want you to get into it. Find 
out what the facts are. Be prepared to— 

‘P. Why did I take Dean off? Because 
he was involved? I did it, really, be- 
- cause he was involved witl!’Gray. 

& E. Well there was a lot of stuff break- 
ing in the papers, but at the same time— 

H, The scenario is that he told you he 
couldn’t write a report so obviously you 
had to take him off. P. Right, right. 

E, And so then.we started digging 
into and we went to San Clemente. 
While I was out there I talked to a lot 
of people on the telephone, talked to 
several witnesses in person, kept feed- 
ing information to you and as soon as 
you saw the dimensions in this thing 
from the reports you were getting from 
the staff—who were getting into it— 
Moore, me, Garment and others. 

H. You brought Len Garment in. E.* 
You began to move. P. I want the dates: 
of all those—~ E. I’ve got those. P, Go 
ahead. And.then — E, And then it cul- 
minated last week. P. Right. 

E. In your decision that Mitchell should 
be brought down here; Magruder should 
be brought in; Strachan should be 
brought in, , 

P, Shall I say that we brought them 
al] in? E. I don’t think you can. I don’t 
think you can. H. I wouldn’t name them 
by name. Just say I brought a group 
of people in. E. Personally come to the 
White House. +: 

P. I will not tell who because I don’t 
want to prejudice their rights before 
(unintelligible) 

"_E. But you should say, “I heard enough 
- that I was satisfied that it was time to 
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precipitously move. I called the At 
torney Genera! over, in turn Petersen,’ 


P. The Attorney General. Actually you 
made the call to him on Saturday, E. 
Yes, P. But this was after you heard 
about the Magruder strategy. E. No, 
before. P. Oh. E. We didn’t hear about 
that until about three o’clock that 
afternoon. P. Why didn’t you do it 
before? This is very good now, how 
does that happen? E. Well— 


P. Why wasn’t he called in to tell him 
you had made a report, John? H. That’s 
right. John’s report came out of the 
same place Magruder’s report did— 
P. No. My point is—E. I called him to tell 
him that I had this information. P. Yeah 
but, why was that? That was because 
we had heard Magruder was going to 
talk? E, No. Oh, I will have to check 
my notes again. H. We didn’t know 
whether Magruder was going to talk. 
E. That’s right. H. Magruder was still 
agonizing on what he was going to do. 

P. Dean — but you remember you 
came in and said you have to tell him 
about it politely. Well, anyway — 

H. I will tell you the reason for the 
hurry up in the timing was that we 
learned that Hunt was going to testify 
on Monday afternoon. 

E. The President is right. I didn’t talk 


to Kleindienst. Remember, I couldn’t get | 


him. P. Yeah. 

E. I didn’t talk to him until he got 
home from Burning Tree, which was 
the end of the day, and I had already 
talked to Magruder. : 

P, Right. But my point is when did 
we decide to talk to Kleindienst? Before 


*. Magruder? E. Oh, yes. Remember, early 


in the morning I said I will see these 
two fellows but I’ve got to turn this 
over to the Attorney General. 

P. Which two fellows were you going 
to see? E. Mitchell and Magruder. 

P. With what your conclusions were? 
E, I had this report and I tried all day 
long to get the Attorney General who 
was at the golf course and got him as 
soon as he got home for— 

P. Do we want to put this report out 
sometime? E. I am not sure you do, as 
such. P, I would say it was just a writ- 
ten report. E. The thing that.I have — 

P. The thing they will ask is what 
have you got here? H. It was not a 
formal report. It was a set of notes. P. 
Handwritten notes? E. Yeah. There are 
seven pages, or eight pages. Plus all 
my notes of my interviews. : . 

H. And then Magruder came over. 
Well, you don’t want to put that out. 
You don’t want to specify who came, 
but then you called in other individuals. 
Then the President rhet with the Attor- 
ney General and the Prosecutor and got 
the Head of the Criminal Division on 
Sunday. You met with him twice ac- 
tually didn’t you? = —«~ 

P. No, I met Kleindienst on Sunday 
at 1 o’clock, and then at 4:00 P.M., and 
then I met with Dean, Ehrlichman, you. 
And I also talked to Henry Petersen on 
three different occasions that night on 
the telephone. H, Yeah. 


April 16, 1973 
(12:00-12:31 P.M.) 


Meeting: The President 
and Haldeman, Oval Office 


(Material unrelated to Presidential 
actions deleted) 

P. Now we got a plan on how we 
Stage this damn thing in the first 
Stages. Ron’s got it all worked out. 
We've gone over, and then he’s got the 
use of this advisory group and— 

P. What does this amount to Bob? 

H. Well, the trouble is, you can’t 
leave that out because you get into in- 
variables of whether you do it before 
or after the Magruder story is out, He 
feels, and they all feel, I guess, that 
you have to establish your position 
and what you have done and the sce- 
nario works pretty well on that. 

-P. Yeah, but you don’t do a back- 
grounder on that. 

H. It works out pretty well on that. 
The ideal time to do it is when you 
break the case. Get. Petersen over here. 
You run your backgrounder, tell your 
story. You know, I got into this and 
this is what I have done. Or Ziegler 
does, or however you do it. I guess 


‘you will do it. And then you say this 


has led, as we fully suspected it would, 
to the next major step. That Mr. Pe- 
tersen here will describe which is the 
status of the case today. And then 
Petersen says, “As the President has 
reviewed these steps, and I can tell 
you today that we have broken the 
case and that Jeb Magruder, one of 
the principal figures in this, has giv- 
en us a full report on exactly what 
did transpire. It clearly establishes by 
his own testimony his own guilt as a 
high official of the re-election com- 
mittee and provides charges against 
others which we are pursuing with the 
same diligence that we have up to 
now, and I will not discuss the others. 
We will get to that and report to you 
periodically as developments take place. 


; But this is following up proper process- 
“es and I am not going to jeopardize the 


tights of others. He could say that I 
am not going to say anything, and noth- 
ing should be said, that will jeopardize 
the rights of the defendants, but I also 


' am not going to say anything that will 


jeopardize our prosecution because we 
are moving on people and we are going 
to get them.” Ron will mention to 
you, and Steve chatted with me, Len 
Garment, as you would expect, has 


‘- followed your orders that he steep him- 


‘self in Watergate. He has steeped him- 
self in the Watergate and now says it 
is imperative that he meet with you 
for at least five minutes, preferably 
‘prior to 2 o’clock today, to report to 
you. And what he will say to you is 
that it is clear to him that you are in 
possession of knowledge that you can- 
not be in possession of without acting 
on. And that your action has to in- 
clude cutting cleanly and that you’ve 
got to remove me and probably Ehr- 


' lichman, although he has an interesting 


thesis, according to Ron—I have not 


talked to Len—which is at least worth 
considering, which is that I move ahead 
of the game now, put out my whole 
story, including the factual details with- 
out pulling any punches of my, you 
know, that $350,000 fund. Yes, I sent 
it back to the committee—and I go 
into specifics, That I understand that 
Mr. Strachan delivered it to Mr. LaRue 
and that my motive was not to pro- 
vide funds for the defendants. My mo- 
tive was to move these funds back 
where they belonged, but I have to 
agree that I fully recognized that La- 
Rue’s motive in accepting money ‘was, 
as I had been told at least, was a 
need to provide money for the defend- 
ants, to provide legal fees and to pro- 
vide support for their families. And I 
acted at all times at the instigation 
of and through John Dean. In other 
‘words I didn’t do any of this. John 
Dean came to me and said we need 
this and I knew I wanted to get rid 
of the money and said this is the way’ 
to do it, etc. And I must say that 
John Dean, the President’s Counsel, 
through whom I was working and who 
was my only contact in this matter, 
at no time advised me that I was in- 
volved in doing anything that was ille- 
gal or improper and I would assume 
and have to act on the assumption that 
Dean got away with it. 


National Security Cited 


P. Now, look, I don’t want to get 
into the position of—~ 

H. Hanging someone else? Well, but 
he is going to have hung himself at 
that point in time. 

_P. But the whole point is whether he 
then gets off and gets on other things. 
See what I-mean? I don’t want him— 
he is in possession of knowledge about 
things that happened before this. 1 told 
him that was all national security. 

H. O.K. Len makes a rather interest- 
ing case which is that we have to look 
at this in terms of the President and 
the Presidency. P. Right. Pll see him. 
H. That is what we all say. 

P. Does he know what I have al- 


ready done? H. I don’t know. P. Peter- 


sen and all the rest? 

H. I don’t know. Ehrlichman and 
Ziegler feel you shouldn’t see him and 
that Ron should just assure him that 
you have all these facts and that you 


are moving and what he wants done - 


is in the process of being done. 


P. Why don’t you call and tell him 


intelligible) in and tel] him that now __ 
ue ee ‘ shut them up, or was it to provide help 


H. I don’t think I should tell him that. 
John should. ; 

P. I see your point, because he is 
asking for you to be fired? 

H. Well he is suggesting a route. He 
mentioned a case that is a better route 
for me and is a better route for the 
Presidency. 

P. But you would be the first one to 
go out? : 

H. Yeah..I go out and I resign. I re- 


sign and telr my story publicly. Not to - 


the jury, but do it publicly in some 
fashion and tell the whole story, all the 
details. And say that I am absolutely 
clear in my own mind that I have done 
nothing legally or morally wrong; that 
that might be up to the Grand Jury to 
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determine, Then his argument is that I 
am in a position — he thinks that I can 
bring something like that. off. He feels 
that Ehrlichman should not try to do 
it because he doesn’t think he can bring 
it off and he thinks, therefore, you’ve 
got to cover up and try to hold Ehriich- 
man in but if you get a problem you will 
just have to let him go. But at that 
point it is a pretty rough spot anyway. 


Ehrlichman’s Case Unclear 


P. Yeah—we just don’t know what 
the situation is on Ehrlichman, on what 
there is 


H. No. And there are more potentials . 


there than there are on mine. Mine I | 


think we have them all out and we 
know them all and Ehrlichman’s — 

P, Well, there may be more poten- 
tials. I think Dean, frankly, is more in- 
clined to give Ehrlichman. a screwing 
than anybody else. I have that feeling. 

H. Weil, and if Colson gets hung up 


anywhere, he will go on Ehrlichman and | 
not on me. He can’t get me because I 


didn’t work with him on any of that 
stuff. John did. 


P. What would this be, Bob? Would | 


this be before I said anything? 

H. I don’t think so. I don’t know. Ron 
just raised this at the last minute. He 
wasn’t even going to raise it and then 
he said, “Well, you might as well know 
how Len spins it out.” 

P. What the hell information has Len 
got that I don’t have? H: None. 

P. Is he just basing this on minutia, 
this, that or the other thing? 

H. He doesn’t have anything you don’t 


have. All he says — he says it isn’t a 


question of the legal thing. He said there 


is no question but that you could get | 


through the. whole legal thing but then 
look up the damn road you have to go 
through all these trials and everything. 
They are going to get back into it again 
there— 

P. That’s right. H. They are going to 
get into the money and where the money 
went. If we haven’t told them by then; 
they are going to drag it out of us drop 
by drop. 

P. That’s right. H. I can see it is a 
weak appearing case in terms of what 


to them for. Where. did the money go? 
Now there is no question about thit, 
some of it. I don’t think all of it did. 


But I knew where some of it was going 
togo. . = s ; 

P. But again you guys have to sea 
what in the hell, again what LaRue tes- 
tifies. What the money was for: to 


for their families. 

H. You see, that is the whole point. 
In my viewpoint it wasn’t to shut 
them up but that is a hard case for 
anybody to. believe I suppose. 

P, Yeah, they will say it was to keep 
them quiet. 

H. Well, absolutely. But that ~ so 
they can’t make the legal case. 

P. Does Ron like this scenario of your 

going out? 
_ H. No. He is opposed to it. He thinks 
it is wrong, but he says you know I am 
biased so that is a judgment call that I 
probably shouldn’t even try to make. 


P. Rogers. I will see him this. after- 
noon. H. I haven’t raised that with 
Rogers. 

P. Rogers has not said that either 
you or Ehrlichman should leave has he? 
H, But he doesn’t know the facts? 


: P, Well — could you, you know really, 
so that — H. Want me to meet with 
him and Bill and try to fill in the facts? 

P. I really think you — as to what 
the points of vulnerability are, and you 
can just do this cold turkey. Say I just 
wanted him to know this as I haven’t 
made notes, I just want him to know 
this, all cold turkey. I have just made 
a few. Say that is what I want to talk 


to him about. Could you do that? And - 


point out that it is my view, and others, 
that this is a damn arguable, damn hard, 
case. Would you mind doing that? Have 
him come over, I should say at 3:30 and 
I will see him at 4:00 P.M. H. Sure. 
P. That would be very helpful. 

P. I would just say, so that Len 
doesn’t think that I don’t want to see 
him, I just don’t want him to tell me 
the Obvious. That is the point. Could 
Ehrlichman just let Len know that the 
events have overtaken us? Is that dan- 
gerous? No, we better tell him. H. He 
knows pretty much on that. 

P, He knows about Magruder and the 
rest? H. I don’t know that he knows it 
in specific terms, but he has come up 
with the same information that John 
did and anybody 
the picture. 

P. Well, the reason is I think I know 
everything Len would. be telling me— 
H. Oh, yeah. P. Hell you know, we talked 
about this a week ago, You know how 
you can handle it. 

H. On the way to San Clemente 1 


. made the pitch for my going out ahead, 


did I think I was giving the money back : S4Y Just wait and see, 


but not going into it in as much detail. 


If I do it now with what théy’ve got, 
I have to do every- - 


if I do anything 
thing. That’s Ron’s point’ and I think he 
is right on that. 


P. Yeah. What does Ron think about , 


this, leaving out the PR: does he think 


we should try to tough it through? I am 
going to ask Rogers that, frankly. 

H. I am not sure, I think Ron would 
s You see his point 
is that there is no. questio [ wi 
be tarnished. 3 en 

P. The question is whether your use- 
ability, basically, — . ° 

H. And you have to evaluate that, 
at tae Saw and it seems to me at that 
point you have the option of my sayin 
to you that I have concluded and I will 
I haven’t, but I will sure say it — that 
I have concluded that I am tarnished 
to the point where I can’t be useful. 


Meeting With Garment 


a Right. Your usefulness has been 
impaired and, therefore, we can’t be 
useful. That’s the way you put it, 

H. Sure, then I go out, Garment’s state- 
ment is that then I go out and hit t is, 
use the position that I have established 
that way from the outside to — P. To 
fight? 

H. Yeah, somehow or other. I don't 
exactly know how. I think he spells that 
out but Ron didn’t get into it with me. 
And a— 

P. Let me get some (unintelligible), 


that was looking into . 


Was it Ron and John Ehrlichman who 
said they did not think I should see him? 
They did not think I should bother see- 
ing Len? On what grounds? H. No. Ron 
is the one who saw Len. P. I was up 
so late last night. Go ahead. 

_H. Yeah, Ron thought you had to see 
him just for internal reasons. You know, 
Len’s so concerned about things that 
you almost have to see him just to 
keep the — 

P, Why don’t I see him after I see 
Rogers? How would that be? H. That 
you could do easily. 

P. In other words, I will have a plan 
in mind, I'm going to get some thoughts 
in my mind, I am not going to have 
any trouble with them. 3 

H, Ziegler has been meeting with this 
group of Chappie Rose and Moore and 
they have been running out of there 
with [unintelligible]. 

P. Could you ask Ziegler to have Len 
put it on a piece of paper before I 
meet? That would be helpful. Tell him 
Iam meeting with Rogers at 4:00 o’clock 
ang would just like his recommenda- 
tion on a piece of paper before that, 

. How does that sound to you? 

P. Let me say that I can move the 
Rogers thing up or down. H. Can you 
move him up to three? P. Well, wait 
a minute. 1:30 P.M.\J’ve got to get some 
rest this afternoon, H. Yeah. Still, leave 
it at four. You might know something 


by then. P. Have you filled Henry in, - 


Bob? H. Nope., 

P. You haven't? He’s got enough prob- 
lems in Laos. I haven’t. Somebody else 
—he seems to know of it. ‘ 


H. Well, Garment took it upon him- - 


self to go meet with Henry and Al 
Haig to discuss his concern about the 
whole si‘uation, apparently. P. Well, 
what the hell did he do that for? H. 
On the basis that he thought there was 
a real danger and threat to ithe Presi- 
dency and that— 

P, Maybe I don’t want a memo from 
him first. What.do you think? Maybe 
he just better doit orally. — 

H. Well, John thought he should have 
written to you. That that is what he 
should have done at the beginning. May- 
be you have a problem with that, That 
means the Secretaries got to write it 
up. 

A Cool Rogers Wanted 


P. Yep, yep, Well just say, tell him 


that I am meeting with Rogers. this , 


afternoon. I think somebody should say 
‘that. Who has he put the request 
through? Through John? ¥ 

H. No, he just sent it up through 
Steve Bull. Ron knew he. was. He is 
working with Ron now, rather than 
John, P. Ok. ; 
» H. You know, it is impossible. That 
-is why I hope Rogers can stay cool and 
sort of above it. It is impossible for 
any of us— - 


BP. Al the concerned people, If we 


could get a feel, I just have a horrible - 


feeling that we may react. P, Reacting 
like Dean? H. Yes. That we are way 
over dramatizing. P. That’s my view. 
“‘That’s what I don’t want to do either. 
-H. As I say, that is self-serving too, so 
“tts— 


102 


P. Well, as you know, of course, that 
‘would be the tendency, That is the 
trouble with Garment. I wanted him to 
get into this on the legal side. I didn’t 
mean, I must say, I really didn’t mean 
for him to get into the problems of 
each day and alk that, because Len al- 
ways reacts to things. Am I right that 
we have got to do something to restore 
‘the credibility of the Presidency. ; 
’ H. Of course you know. the credibility 
‘gap in the old days. Len is the panic 
‘button type. If we had reacted in Gar- 
‘ment’s way in other things, we wouldn’t 
-be where we are. That doesn’t mean 
“he isn’t right this time, incidentally. 

P. I know. It would be very helpful 
‘to me if you could see Rogers yourself. 
I would get him in at 3:00 o'clock, 
give him an hour on the whole damn 
thing. I wonder if you ang John shouldn’ 
see him together? H, I would like to 
if that is ok with Bill, P. Yeah. Will 
you ask him? H, I will ask him. Say 
‘that we want to give him a full run 
before he meets with you. 


Statement Discussed 


. P. I have suggested, John,' too, be- 
‘cause he has made a study and we 
want you to come in. In balance, he 
can meet with you just you, but I 
‘prefer he meet with the two of you 
+and then I want to see him at 4 o’clock. 

H. Ehrlichman makes a strong case 

‘that on my making a statement or any- 
thing, that as of now that my potential— 
-* P, Guilt? : 

H. Well, not guilt, but that I should 
~ not do anything without my Jawyers, 
|’ P. That’s my inclination. I don’t 

think you can say a thing— 

 H. What can the lawyers tell me? 

P. I think the time has outrun that, 
Because Petersen has told me that you, 
Ehrlichman are going to be called to 

. the grand jury soon. He has told me 
that. Under the circumstances, I could 
not advise you with my limited knowl- 
edge of the law. I could not advise any- 
‘body to make a statement. You know 
What I mean? 

H, Check. 


P, Because, basically, when you get. 


in there they are going to question you 
-On your damn statement. ' 
_..H. Of course, for my dough, that is 
‘all right, because whatever I say in 
:-the statement’ is exactly what I say in 
the grand jury.So— . . ; 
P. But, nevertheless, I wouldn’t give 
them that opportunity. I’d keep that. 
H. I think Len’s view is that what 
, you need is a bold, new, you know, 
really some kind of a dramatic move, 
.Henry feels that, but Henry feels that 
you should go on television. P. I know, 
9 o’clock. H. Which is his solution to 
any problem. 
P. Do you believe I should do the 9 


__ o'clock news? - 


|’ > H, On this, no. P, I don’t think so ei- 
_ , ther. : ; : ; 
“  H. I said, we are all steeped in this, 
*" But look at the newspaper. Where is the 
"Watergate today? 
-  P, Well in the cotintry it is not that 
.. big. It is just a little bit in the evening 
“news and it should be handled as a 
. "news story. I am not going to go on 


and say, look, we are in a hell of a 
shape, It will be a big news story, it 
will be a big story for a couple or 
three weeks. Let’s face it,— 

H. Yep, that’s right. 
P But it is not going to be at the 
moment. We are going to have one 

‘hell of a time. 


April 16, 1973. 
(1:39-3:25 P.M.) 


Meeting : The President 
and Petersen, EOB office 


‘Dot opening—walking 
Inaudible 
. Inaudible 
: _P, Yeah—I always come here in the 
afternoon (inaudible) tied up. H.P. That’s 
(inaudible) great. 7 
P. Well— always run upstairs—that’s 
why I’m a little panting. H.P. (Inaudi- 
a ble) stopped smoking. 
.-. P, I get my exercise. Sit down—sit 
', down. H.P. Four months ago I couldn’t 
; Fun up the stairs. P. Really? H.P. Yeah, 
:__P. What’s your age (inaudible)? HP. 
1 52, sir. 
'.. P. My, my you’ve got some great 
years ahead of you. (Inaudible) 
‘.. HP. (Laughter) I stopped smoking 
. about six years ago. 
P. Right. H.P. And it didn’t make any 
', difference then. I didn’t feel 
P. Yeah. Let me get to two quick 
- questions before you give me whatever 
you've got. Three questions — one very 
“fundamental that (inaudible) perhaps the 
_first two are related. I (inaudible) Dean, 
first Magruder, with the information 
",that I know, it seems to me that I’ve 
got to tell the [inaudible] something 
. about that’s been done [inaudible] 
_where it would be worse. 
'... What’s your reaction to that? We got 
to be sure that when people ask us 
Jater that we didn’t—these people that 
‘are out (inaudible), H.P. I think so. 
We're 
. P. Would that affect your case at 
all? H.P. I’d like that not to be done 
“until we conclude the (inaudible) P. 
’ With respect to? H.P. Plea. P. Depending 
on the plea now (inaudible) 
“ HLP. We are trying to get the plea 
down. His lawyers are-—reluctant on 
two grounds. One, whether Judge Sirica 
is just going to lower the boom on him. 
_ P. Yeah. H.P. And clap him in jail 
immediately. 
P. Right. H.P. So we'll have to see 
adge Sirica and see, if we can’t reach 
some understanding of that. All we 
would request is that he not be clapped 
in jail before the others against whom 
he’s testified. 
P. Like Mitchell and (inaudible) H.P, 
- Go to jail. Secondly a 
P. La Rue H.P. Yes 
H.P. Secondly, his lawyers are most 
concerned about what action the—Sen- 
ator Ervin and his Committee will take. 
And I instructed them to tell his lawyers 
that I'll go talk to Senator Ervin. 
P. Is that your intention? H.P. Well 
that is—yes sir, I think we can make 
very persuasive arguments on a fair tri- 


al and a Tree press with a man whose 
pleading guilty and is a potential wit- 
ness. .. 

P. How about the others? H.P. You 
can’t guarantee success, 

P. What about the others? What really 
can you do in this case? I would think 
you’d have a hell of a problem on — 
like getting a fair trial for Mitchell on 
this—and if—in case the Ervin Com- 
mittee moves forward. 

H.P. I think this. ‘ 

P. (inaudible) What are you going 
to do? 


Suggests Bid to Ervin 


H.P. Oh I—that would—in effect we’ 


have to—what I propose to do is go 
ask Senator Ervin to hold up. To get 
him... 

P. He won’t agree with it. 

HP, If he doesn’t agree we'll just 
have to go our separate course. 

P. There’s nothing we can do to—try 
on enjoin the committee? 

H.P. I don’t think so. Judge Sirica’s 
even instructed all those people to co- 
operate with the Senate Committee— 
(laugh) (inaudible) very far with him. 

P, That’s (inaudible) — that’s before 
(inaudible), 

H.P. Ah, P. Yeah. 

H.P. And if we go to—if we file an 
injunction action you know, we’re going 
to have another constitutional confron- 
tation between the judiciary and the 
committee. 

P. But you’ve got to tell Senator Er- 
vin that his continued investigation will 
jeopardize the rights of the defendants 
and also will jeopardize the possibili- 
ties of prosecution. H.P. That’s right. 

P. Understand — not on a case of 
(inaudible) but (inaudible) I’m speak- 
ing of a case of a Mitchell, 

H.P, Precisely right. 

P. It. would, well — I would think, 
seriously jeopardize your chances on 
the prosecution. If I were Mitchell’s at- 
torney, I would raise holy hell about 
that, wouldn’t you? 

H.P. Precisely right; yes sir. 

P, I think he will. 

H.P. Yes sir. And of course, the De- 
laney case and you probably remember 
it, (inaudible), P. Oh yeah, The Inish. 
HP. Yes sir. : 

P. What happened there? 

H.P. Well (inaudible) we requested a 
committee to hold off and they did not 
and as a consequence of all that the 
case was reversed on the basis of preju- 
dicial publicity and (inaudible) a fair. 
trial. 

-P. What was the name of that? Know- 
land? Or — — 

H.P, Delaney, P. Delaney? H.P, Yes 
sir. 

P. He was an Irishman. (Inaudthle). 
First, (inaudible)—-I shouldn’t convict 
him—probably not. 

H.P. I hornestly don’t recall, Mr. Pres- 
ident . . . I think that their (inaudible). . 

P. Now, the second — The second is 
this then (inaudible) that I think well 
just is just to say we discussed it so 
we got the record clear. Use the — my 
now charge representing me in this 
thing. In other words—you understand 
now, you're talking only to me. H.P. 
Yes, Sir. 
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P. And there’s not going to be any- 
body else on the White House staff. 
H.P. Yes, Sir. 


Moore Is Mentioned 


P. In other words, I am acting coun- 
sel and everything else, I don’t want it 
from anybody else (inaudible). The only 
other person I possibly could think of 


* would be Dick Moore but I he’s a damn 


good guy. 

H.P. He’s a valuable man, P. Huh(?) 
H.P. He’s a valuable man, 

P. I might say that I—if I find some 
day — maybe something that I want 
to get to you but I am just so tied up I 
may ask him to do it. Will that be all 
right with you? H.P. Yes sir. 

P. You have confidence in him? H.P. 
Yes sir. 

P. Now you understand he’s a friend 
of Mitchell’s and a friend of everybody 
around here, but I think totally trust- 
worthy and I don’t think you’ve got him 
involved in the —with this damn thing. 

H.P. There’s one reservation ... 

P. He might tell somebody else? 

H.P. No sir. ... and well, I'll have 
to check it out. Yesterday, last evening, 
at my home when I was talking to 
Silbert, we went into the ... One of 
them mentioned Dick Moore. It was just 
a slip of the lip—no place in the con- 
versation and I meant to go back at 
them and ask them why because they 
should not know him. I’ll have to check 
that out with. 

P. Well then don’t (inaudible) — let’s 
just — better keep it with me then. 
H.P. All right. 

P. I need caution — I-don’t want to 
— I don’t want any question raised on 
this. All I — you have told me now 
that you do not want Magruder’s (in 
audible) to have him canned today. Cor- 
rect? H.P, Today. P. That’s right. H.P 
Pll get back to you on that. P. Because 
I told: you that he has to go. H.P. 


' Yes, Sir. 


P. All right, but you think it might 
jeopardize your chance to bargain with 
the plea? Is that it? H.P. Yes, sir. P. 
How could we it do that? He knows 
he’s going to have to go, and (inaud- 
ible) H.P. We haven’t tied that down 
yet P. Hmm? 

H.P. You see, I mean if he thinks 


. we'te being — if we pull the string too 


tight on him before these other things 
are tied down. We may be (inaudible). 

P. Now but you’ve got all this in- 
formation (inaudible) you can say that 
other people now as well as Dean — I 
(inaudible) Dean ~—- what we do about 
him. I got him into (inaudible) this 


morning and I said look I think I’ve | 


got to have in hand your resignation. 
He’s writing it now. H.P. Right. 

P. And I will get it from him later 
today and I don’t want to (inaudible) 
him. I said I don’t want to — he 
wanted to spend a- week (inaudible) 
write one that would not be harmful 
to (inaudible). Well I know — I’ve got 
to have it—obviously he can’t continue 
as counsel. Do you have any problems 
with that? 


What to Do With Dean 


H.P. I don’t have any problem with 
that. But you do, because that is one 


of the reasons that I wanted you to 
see Dean. What you do between you 
and Dean is something else with a — 
other than what the prosecution does— 
P. My point was ...H.P...., The 
prosecution has a relationship where if 
we as the prosecution we’re requesting 
you... P. Oh. H.P. to can Dean as 
a pressure tactic. P. O (inaudible). I see 
Why: H.P. But, I have no objection to 
your reaching an agreement and (in- 
audible) are the alternatives. 

P. Yeah. I — see I had a different 
impression last night. Remember we 
talked and I — you left the clear im- 
pression to me that you didn’t think — 
you said (inaudible) I said wait. 

HP. I, yes, because I neet a lot more 
to —- recommend to you that he be — 
he be canned. 

P. Whatever (inaudble). Suppose — 
put yourself in my position now — now 
put yourself in that your Counsel to the 
President now —- now don’t be on the 
persecution side — (inaudible) our side. 
Dean, I think, wants to have his resigna- 
tion effective after he has made his 
deal with you. Now (inaudible) the pros- 
ection. 

P. Now —. query — should I allow 
him to do that? I'm President and I 
know what—I know what his situation 
is. If you were President (inaudible). 
H.P. As President I would take his resig- 
nation and P, You would 

H.P. Yes. As prosecutor I’ would do 
something different. But from your point 
of view I don’t think you can sit on 
it. I think we have the information 
under control but that’s a dangerous 
thing to say in this city. P. Ah 

H.-P, And if this information comes 
out Y think that you should have his 
resignation and it should be effective. 
We both just ((inaudible). 

P. There’s this. This is something that 
we’re going — you know — probably 
great difference of opinion in the Depart- 
ment of Justice (inaudible). More im- 
portant for the Department of Justice is 
(inaudible). Presidency have (inaudible) 
as a result of some diligent efforts its 
own (inaudible). Now with (inaudible) 
I don’t have to announce the (inaudible) 
I don’t have to announce the (inaudible). 
We have a situation where the U. S. 
Attorney, in effect, the (inaudible) 
thing when the President has to go in 
an explain (inaudible). H.P. (Inaudible) 
for a purpose. P. Yeah but — see — I 
don’t — (inaudible) the damn sure (in 
audible). H.P. Yeah. The. 


What Should Be Said 
P. Yeah. See what I am getting at is 


this. The only things that I would say— 


can say that I (inaudible) and I’ve got 
this information and the case has been 
broken and I’ve got to say that and if 
the Department of Justice is going to 
(inaudible) I’ve got to. H.P. Well what 
I'd do. 

P. I’ve got to be able to say this. 
H.P. And we don’t have any objection 
to that. P. All right. H.P. A-a. P. When 
do you want me to. When can I say 
this? H.P. (inaudible) always say shy. 
But what we want to tie it to is the 
Magruder plea. 

P, Yeah but I’ve got to say it before 
he pleads. I’ve got .. . H.P. Can’t you 


' 


say—yes—but can’t you make the an- 
nouncements? P. Well why don’t you 
(inaudible) Magruder (inaudible) H.P. It 
depends upon the negotiations. 


P. They’re going to believe this (in- ~ 


audible) if it breaks today. I don’t want 
—you and I don’t want the Washington 
Post to break it. H.P. No Sir, 

P. And after all—we have broken this 
-—you, the Department of Justice, damn 
it—you see—demonstrated that the ju- 
dicial system does work—isn’t that 
. right?—sometimes it takes time. H.P. I'd 
Say that’s correct. P. But it does work. 
H.P. A-a. 

P. You see I can’t have Magruder go 
into open court and then I come in lay- 
ing (inaudible) out of this and that the 
other thing. I’d like to explain (inaudi- 
ble). H.P. No—that’s not what I had in 
mind. 

P. I've got a (inaudible). Before Ma- 
gruder—as a matter of fact, why not to- 
day? What I had in mind is that I 
would—would go out with you—and at 
that point answer any questions. And I 
would say (inaudible) and talk about 
any individuals and so forth and so 
on—that are—broad ranging—and you 
know — proceedings going on I can’t 
furnish you right this (inaudible) in 
your own minds 'til you see what you 
come up with, what we can do. Now 
then, of course, after that (inaudible) 
they aren’t going to object to that I’m 
sure—there will be plenty of kudos and 
aed (inaudible) just fine. H.P. (Inaud- 
ible). 

P. (Inaudible) something, but the need, 
aS you see, we've got to show that the 
President takes the initiative. When I 
get backed up here as this, Henry, I 
can’t be here (inaudible). 

H.P. You’re absolutely right, and my 
only hesitancy if that’s what you.sense 
is this—what we do can’t be counter- 
productive. If it serves to put us out in 
front and serves also to cause cooper-~- 
ating witnesses to withdraw them it's 
counter-productive. 

P. Which is (inaudible). You're talking 
about (inaudible)? H.P. And Magruder 
and Dean and who could tie it down. P. 
Yeah. H.P. You know with Dean and Ma- 
gruder. You know we have two poten- 
tial witnesses—only one who has agreed 
to be a witness and... 

P. On Dean, I guess perhaps you have 
mixed emotions on that as to (inaudi- 
ble)—that might—my getting his resig- 
nation today might affect to tie it down 
too. H.P. Yes sir. P. You feel very strong- 
ly about that. H.P. Yes sir. 


Resignation Discussed 


P. Well let me put it this way— 
suppose I get his resignation dated to- 
day and he hands it to me and Yl 
say, John, this resignation is accepted 


the moment that you put any [in- . 


audible] with this [inaudible]. That-that 
—you see ifl... 
_ HP. I have no objection to your tak- 
ing this resignation immediately. 

Pues. 

H.P. My problem is with the announce- 
ment. 

P. Oh—we couldn’t announce it to 
[inaudible] 

H.P. I could tell him and I could tell 
nis counsel. Weill on that sort of rela- 
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tionship between you and the President 
of the United States. And I don’t even 
intervene in that, You've got no right 
to sit down here, talk to us and expect 
me not to ask for your resignation. That 
doesn’t bother me. It’s the announce- 
ment part that bothers me, because... 

P. All right, fine what now? How do 
you see—how do you visualize all that 
we can get to keep ahead of the curve 
with regard to the announcement on 
this—on the Magruder thing and so 
forth. Can we make any announcement 
today about your activity — your posi- 
tion and—well I—no that’ll tip every- 
body off—is that the problem? 

HP. Well, I think so. The meeting 
could [inaudible] seems to me is—what 
about Kleindienst?—it’s an expression of 
dissatisfaction on your part [inaudible]. 

P. Oh that’s right—that’s right. You’ve 
gotto... 

H.P. How do you handle it? 

P. [Inaudible] where he wants them 
to [inaudible]. Get it done [?] and Bet 
it done today. 

HP. VH call him. P. [inaudible] out. 
H.P. Oh I can’t say he’s with them. 
We're all outside in a storm. : 

P. But this—what’s [inaudible] think 
of this? 

H.P. Personally, [inaudible] well I’ve 
been [inaudible] and have advised the 
jury of that fact and two that Gray, 
‘from what Titus who has [inaudible] of 
the {inaudible] over there has to go in 
to see Sirica. 

P: I don’t think [inaudible] that’s 
[inaudible). 

H.P. That’s [inaudible]. I don’t think 
he will do anything unless it’s in the 
current [inaudible] of proceeding he’s in 
[inaudible]. I can’t conceive a point 
which of Titus and — if there, 

P. This timing thing I think is terribly 
important you know. . - 

H.P. I think it is. 

- P. Can’t have the President—after all 
—after all these months and what we’ve 
gone through and now once I have 
learned something of it I say “bah.” 

H_P. No-no. Weill. 

P. Better we. 

H.P. I think we ought to talk of al- 
ternatives in general terms. 

P. We can’t. No, the announcement— 
what I had in mind would be [inaudible] 


announcement—still to the [inaudible) ; 
because of the people named [inandible] . 


language used. [Inaudible]’some people 
Jinaudible) judgment [inaudible) matter 
for the President finaudible] special, I’m 
going to call him special counsel [in- 
audible] this case [inaudible] possibility 
before he walks into that open court 
[inaudible] can’t get to that today [in- 
audible) meeting with [inaudible]? : 

H.P. [Inaudible] question. [[Inaudible] 
I told him one, I would be willing to 
go [inaudible] and advise his lawyers of 
that fact and two that they—and by 
that I mean Titus who has the best rela- 
tionship with Sirica over there—is going 
to have to wait and see Sirica, ah— 

P. [Inaudible] 


‘A Risk We’d Have to Take’ 


H.P. That’s a problem. That’s a risk 
we would have to take. I don’t think he 


will. I don’t think he will do anything 
unless it is in the context of a proceed- 
ing in his court. I can’t conceive of 
him urging the [inaudible] of Titus and 
[inaudible]. 

P. [Inaudible] timing on this is terribly 
important you know, because — 

H.P. T understand it is— 

P. You can’t have the press—after 
all these months and what we have 
gone through and all. Once, I find some- 
thing out—I say—ACT! 

P. Better we .’.. 

H.P. Well, I think we ought to talk 
of [inaudible] in more general terms, 
Mr. President. 

P. ‘You can’t. No—the announcement 
—what I had in mind would be—the 


announcement — stick to developments . 


and if he’s going to name — several 
other people were involved [inaudible] 
other people — then my concern — 
were wrong and [inaudible] abuse and 
something has been charged. And that 
the President [inaudible] — I’m going 
to tell them that the [inaudible] counsel 
has resigned. : 

H.P. Why can’t you not have Ziegler 
make a statement that—a—well—that 
you as the President have taken it upon 
yourself to personally inquire into the 
Watergate situation. 

P. All right—what else? H.P, And. 

P. That I designated Henry Petersen 
as my special counsel? 

H.P. That’s fine—and that—particular 


(inaudible) been made that I am not in ~ 


a position vto disclose but there have 
been major developments. ; 

P. Say that the President has done 
(inaudible) —Sunday—but I’ve been in it 
for two weeks actually now and it’s (in- 
audible) happen here (inaudible) inci- 
dentally (inaudible)—a month ago I got 
Dean in and said (inaudible) a report 
(inaudible) Camp David and write a re- 
port. The report was not frankly accur- 
ate. Well it was accurate but it was 
not full. And he tells me the. reason it 
wasn’t full, was that he didn’t know. 
Whether that is true or not I don’t 
know. Although it wasn’t I’m told. But I 
am Satisfied with it and I think I’ve 
read enough in the (inaudible) papers 
up here. So then I put Ehrlichman to 
work on it. 


Ehrlichman Worked on Report 


P. Ehrlichman then worked for two 
weeks and he got materials together 
which—virtually—this is before—he got 
together a case basically hypothetical— 
based on—withoit orders—without kno 
ing what the hell gmagruder was going 
to say, which is (inaudible) what led to 
these same coclusions. Get my point? 
(Inaudible) called Kleindienst on Satur- 
day, (inaudible) before Kleindienst (in- 
audible) and said look I’ve got this. Sat- 
urday afternoon Magruder, as you know 
came in. So we’ve seen—we got the wire 


‘about the same time but I—if it—it’s 


a pretty good record in that respect. 
Because I had worked (inaudible) I said 
now damn it get these facts. 

HP. It was Friday, you say, sir? 

P. (Inaudible) Friday — Friday the 
thirteenth I guess. 

P. Friday the thirteenth — but was 
it Friday? H.P. Yes sir. ‘ 

P.vAre you (inaudible) H.P. Yes sir, 


because I was down on my boat (in- 
audible) 

P. Well — what could — (inaudible) I 
could say that in the past (inaudible) 
the President—the President for the past 
two weeks conducted a personal inves- 


tigation. into this (inaudible) have used. 


Ehriichman, and a, where as Ehrlich- 
man is involved in a way that you 
might be (inaudible) absolutes (inaudi- 
ble)—absolutely impeciable going aft- 
er facts. 

H.P. Well I’m concerned about that 
because ofa... 

P. If John is not 
Ehrlichman. 

P. Huh? H.P. In connection with 
Ehrlichman, I've got to point out some- 
thing to you. 

'P, Yeah. H.P. You'll recall, one of. the 
things that Dean says about Ehrlichman 
and — he was instructed by Ehrlichman 
to deep six certain documents that he 
found in Hunt’s office. 

P, Yeah, H.P. And that he thought bet- 
ter of that and gave it to Pat Gray. 
P. Right. 

H.P. Well—several months ago I asked 
Pat Gray—a very casual conversation— 
did you ever receive any documents 
from John Dean. (Inaudible) Gray tells 
me was that he did not and he said no. 
And I just let it go at that. 

P. My God. ; 

H.P. Thereafter I heard he had also 
told Fred Fielding that he had given 
certain documents to Gray. 

BP. Who told you—Dean? 

H.P. Dean told me he also had told 
Fielding—Fred Fielding. When I leave 
here I'm going to stop by Fred’s office 
and talk to him, Today I went up to 
see Gray. Well I asked him, he said 
that was absolutely untrue. He said I 
have never received anything from 
Hunt’s office except through the 
Agency, Dean never gave me anything. 
So I'm going back to Dean on it, and 
I’m gonna leave here and talk to Field- 
ing, and see what his story is on it. 


Incidentally, have no (inaudible) that 
Fielding is involved. just want to know 


what Dean told him about this. 

P. Well I don’t. know, but you better 
ask Ehrlichman, too. — Dean (inaudible) 
H.P. We will ask all of them... 


‘What in Hell’s the Story’ 


P, He was the one who was supposed 
to have (inaudible) and then told me I 
said what the hell’s the story on this 
He said that was never done. He said 
we were just talking about—what the 
hell is this? In fact, let me point out 
what I know—for whatever it’s worth 
because I did conduct my investigation 
after I got this from you. I said what is 
this for—what is this stuff. He said— 
basically, let me just say, what’s been 
done and the wiretapping material and 
all that business—all of that was, of 
course, turned over to the (inaudible). 

P, (inaudible) in the safe also, were 
documents—documents that had no re- 
lation. to the Watergate whatever. They 
were what they call political documents. 

P. They said—he said we just sealed 
that up and H.P. (inaudible) Gray 

H.P. Maybe Dean—maybe Gray has 
to stimulated his recollection—maybe he 


. +. HP, (Inaudible) 
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got an envelop that he néver opened. 
Strange as that may seem. But he said 
categorically no. 

P. Well he’s right in saying any docu- 
ments about this case apparently. 

H.P. That’s right and I explained to 
him that these were not documents re- 
lating to Watergate, and he said I never 
got a thing. In this crisis atmosphere 
that denied it, he denied it (inaudible) 
two months ago when I asked him 
casually. I don’t know (inaudible) to 
reconcile that but... : 

P. How do you reconcile that? How 
the hell are you going to reconcile that? 

H.P. Well, I guess we. (inaudible). 
Ehrlichman, at some stage (inaudible). 
under oath on it. For one thing, we'd 
better get Fielding (inaudible) 

P.. (Inaudible). Cail the Director of 
the FBI? H.P. We may have to. 

P.. (Inaudible) it’s worth, because 
Ehrlichman tells me the same story. I 
think Gray did get something. And 
probably destroyed it. 

H.P. Probably (inaudible) he did. 

P. My suggestion is that—I mean— 
I have. alerted—I have a suggestion—I 
think you better talk with Ehrlichman. 
H.P. All right. 

P, Because Ehrlichman’s recollection 

is that—-he—I think he thinks he (in- 
audible)—you better tell. him—better 
tell him that Gray has told you though. 
H.P. (Inaudible). 
P, (Inaudible) now this is what he says 
and it may be that Gray just hasn’t any 
recollection of what the hell it was and 
thought this was—well if it’s not re- 
lated to this case and fearful there is no 
place for political stuff in the FBI—that 
maybe was what he was thinging of. I 
don’t know—I don’t know what the hell 
the justification was—he could have— 
then he might be a rationale if there is 
a rationale. 

P. Gray says he didn’t get anything? 

H.P. Gray said he didn’t (inaudible). 
I think that [inaudible] all this down 
in this notebook—P. Oh— 


Strachan Mentioned 


HP. I don’t think there’s anything 
here that I didn’t tell you yesterday 
except Strachan came in this morning. 
P. Yeah. H.P. And he was warned of 
his rights and despite considerable fenc- 
ing he didn’t want to answer any ques- 
tions. So they’ve sent him out and told 


him to get a lawyer and come on back - 


this afternoon. 

P. Oh, he pled self-incrimination? 

H.P, No—they didn’t meet in grand 
jury. It was just a pre-appearance inter- 
view and they sent him out to get a 
lawyer. He didn’t want to talk about it. 
P. Oh. 

H.P. So he is coming back—supposed 
to come back this afternoon with coun- 
sel. 

P. He’s not talking? I thught he was 
going to testify. 

H.P. Whether or not he—well, he may 
testify—but at this point. 

P. Why didn’t he have his lawyer 
with him this morning? 

H.P. Apparently he didn’t think it was 
necessary—you see he appeared before 
the grand jury last week. P. Yeah. 

H.P. And the questions asked were 
very easy—frankly, they were about 
political contribution violations and 


whether or not — Hunt and Liddy and 
{inaudible] expected to be more of the 
same. 

R. All right, the point... {inaudible} 
Take this situation about this deep six 
thing. H.P. Yes, sir. 


E Is that enough to hang Ehrlichman 
on? 

H.-P. No sir — I don’t think it is, - 
Well [inaudible] my point . . . , 

P. Well Ehrlichman says deep six it. 
I mean, he says we were talking about 
this and Dean says[inaudible] put it in. 
[Expletive removed] all it is [inaudible] 
1s Just a [inaudible] with the damn bu. 
reau again, [Expletive!] 

H.P, Well, that’sa... 

P. [Inaudible] I pray God fin- 
audible]. Don’t let me judge between 
these guys — these two guys? 

H.P. Oway. The second think I wanted 
to mention to you, Mr. President, vox 
asked whether or not there was ans 
problem about having the [inaudibi.« 
I don’t think there is. But there is this 
situation you should be aware of. P. 
Yeah. 

H.P. Part of Magruder’s testimony 
goes to the obstruction of justice — 
subornation of perjury, and he says that 
lawyers were involved, and Mardian was 
involved and that he cultured his testi- 
mony, cross-examined him on it. Decm 
was [inaudible]. P. Yeah. HP. Ah—F. 
Pardon me, Dean coached him too? H.P, 
Yes sir. P. On that—H.P. Both of them, 
Then, after he appeared Dean called amd 
said you know what went on? And t 
said, well, [inaudible] a good witnes in 
his own behalf, but, the jury just was 
unable to swallow .,. P. The story... 

H.P. That he or anybody else was 
[inaudible] P. You told {inaudible} H.P. 
The amount of money. Yes, Sir, 

P. Now why the hell didn’t Dean tell 
me that? 

H.P. That — but in any event I guess 
— the grand jury. did believe him on 
that. ; 

P. [Expletive] 

H.P. At that point—that was in the 
course of the inquiry, because he was 
allegedly developing for you as Presi- 
dent’s Counsel to keep you informed of 
what was going on. 

P. He said that—he [inaudible]. 

H.P. But Magruder says then Dean 
called Magruder and said—you passed. 
I have talked to Petersen—you passed 
n your Grand Jury appearance. Now 

eee 

P. What did you tell Magruder (in- 
audible)? H.P. Dean? 

P. Dean—I’'m sorry. H.-P. I told Dean 
that he made a good witness in his 
own behalf. . 

P. But the Jury didn’t believe him? 
_ HP. But the Jury had some difficulty 
in, accepting the story with respect to 
the money—that is—that anyone could 


P. Oh you mean the money for the 
bugging. 

H.P. [inaudible] hundred thousand 
dollars and not ask what the hell Liddy 
was doing with it, which is what Ma- 
gruder was testifying to. 

P. OK—g0 ahead. 

H.P. Dean then calls Magruder, ac- 
cording to Magruder, and says Petersen 
Savs you've passed. Now that has great 


relevance in terms of the subornation 
of perjury charge. And the possibilities 
are... 

P. Well, when [inaudible] after Dean 
said, you passed? 

H.P. Yeah—the possibility is that I 
could be witness, 

P. Dean told Magruder—you passed. 
That’s what Magruder says. H.P. That's 
right. 

P. So you—and that—how’s that in- 
volve subornation and perjury? Oh, I 
see. 

H.P, See they previously could engage 
in the cultured story—then go in. Dean 
was party to that. After he testifies, 
Dean calls me and says how did he 
do? I tell him. Dean then passes it on to 
Magruder, in effect—and “I told you it 
would be alj right if you just testify 
the way we said, Petersen says you 
passed.” I--conceivably: I could be a 
witness on that issue. 

P. But. H.P. Silbert. P. Is? : 

H.P. No, no sir—he is not [inaudible]. 
[Inaudible] it. 

P. (Inaudible) not supposed to talk 
to you—-and you were not supposed to 
tell Dean [inaudible]. H.P. I didn’t tell 
him [inaudible]. 

P. He’s conducting an investigation 
for the President. H.P. That’s right. 

P. Damnit, I’m entitled to know this. 
H.P. And I can tell under the rule. P. 
Yeah. 

H.P. Those that [inaudible] to the 
extent that it’s necessary to discharge 
my obligation. P. Yeah. 


Didn’t Tell Him Testimony 


H.P. And I didn’t tell him any testi- 
mony in any event. P. I see. 

H.P. I told him what occurred, that 
is to say the Grand Jury didn’t believe 
his story—yes he was a good witness 
on his own behalf. . 

P, That’s right. H.P. But I don’t think. 
That's. 

P. You characterized it rather than 
give him the substance of it. H.P. That’s 
right. That’s right. 

P. OK. [inaudible] on—may I have 
that piece of paper please. H.P, Yes sir. 

P. This is on Haldeman and Ehrlich- 


man? H.P. Yes sir. 

P. Right? H.P. And incidentally, you 
asked for Colson. We have very little 
on Colson. Colson's alleged to have been 
putting pressure on as a member of 
the White House staff. 


P. Yeah, I know—I have heard that . 


part of it. H.P. But that’s all. 

P. Well listen I know all that, but I 
don’t know whether it’s bull. But every- 
body put pressure on, but the point 
is whether or not Colson and-or Halde- 
man put it on for money H.P, We don’t 
know that. 

P, That’s the point. H.P. We don’t 
know. : 

P. Colson denies it—and Haldeman 
denies it. Haldeman says he wanted it 
for one purpose and Colson wanted it 
for another purpose. Colson used the 
word O’Brien at one time I understand. 

H.P. I don’t know—we don’t know 
that. If we learn that that’s going to be 
very damaging piece of information be- 
cause our information is that O’Brien 
was a specific target of— 

P. Hhm? H.P. The Liddy operation. 

P. See—I don’t know—I don’t. 


106 


H.P. But we don’t know that. 

P. O’Brien—what the helli—[inaudipies 
another—or Colson—it must be—I have 
heard that O’Brien—you told me that 
I think—you must have told me that— 
[inaudible]—about somebody had said 


get [inaudible]. Mitchell—Dean said— 


or Dean—it must have been Dean then 


—Dean said that—said Magruder had 
said that Mitchell said, get the stuff 
on O’Brien. Is that correct? Does that 
have a [inaudible]? 

H.P. I don’t know that. 

P. Does that ring a bell? H.P. I don’t 


_ know that. No, sir. 


P. Well put it down—if it’s relevant 
—somebody ought to think—I heard 
something about O’Brien. 


HP. Is it — is it true in this sense — 


that O’Brien was allegedly the target 
of the Liddy operation which was being 
financed with the blessing of Mitchell 
and Magruder and Dean. It’s true in that 
context. : 

P. Oh, I see. ; 

H.P. But I don’t have it specifically 
from anyone of them. : 
_ P, Hhmm, You don’t have it on Col- 
son—I hope not. - 

H.P. No sir—I don’t have it on Colson 


_—now we are going to interview How- 


ard, who is a— 
P. Dick Howard? H.P. Yes sir. 
P. What do you have him on? H.P. 


. Just on Colson’s activities—you know 


—whether we can tie any of this down 
with respect to— : 
P. He’s a clean guy I think—I think— | 
T hope so. ; | 
H.P. Well—only as a witness’— we | 
have nothing against him — we look! 
(inaudible). ; ; 
P. So, as far as thing thing you don’t; 
have that on Colson? H.P, No sir. | 
P, Well who is it? I saw so many) 
people over the past [inaudible] I was’ 
sure that you told me or maybe Dean) 
did—-Dean—Dean speaks rather freely 
at the moment. I gues he may have told! 


me about-—-he seems to know everything 
about Magruder and this kind of thing. 
Now [inaudible] telling me about what 


‘they have on Colson. You sure you 


didn’t talk to someone about that? 

HELP. Yes sir. At that point that’s all 
I know. And I just discussed this with 
Earl Silbert before we came up here. 


Nothing Specific on Colson ~ 


P. Nothing afterwards on Colson — 
nothing on the aftermath. H.-P. No sir. 
“p. Nothing on? H.P. Allegations that 


Colson’s involved, but we have nothing _ 


e ific, 
an No, no, no—I understand that. 
What’s the situation on one other thing 
here, [Inaudible] 1 want to get to the 
bottom of it if I can, so. : 

HP. If it weren’t for the subject, 
then, otherwise we could— 

P.-I want to get to the bottom of 


- this. What is the situation on—come to 


-—let me come to Magruder again. You 
don’t think you could get new evidence 


. —you would not mind—would you mind 


that release you talked about—with. 
Ziegler in working out—see if he could 
work out some sort of a statement or 
do you prefer to go on [inaudible] not 


work work out a statement? It’s gonna 
involve you, that’s the point. [Inaudible] 
I got the point that you feel that you 
could say that. There have been some 
tnajor developments in the case, and the 
past few weeks, the President has been 
conducting his own investigation. 

HP. I think that’s fine, and 1 wholly 
support that. P. Yeah. H.P. The only 
reservation I have. P. You don’t want 
to put your name in it yet. 

H.P. Well I don’t have—that’s up to 
you. P. I thought you said Sunday, H.P. 
I don’t have any objection to that. P. 
Sunday. Because—H.P. I don’t want the 
—P. Because—H.P. I don’t want the 
[inaudible] defendants named. 

P. What? 

H.P. I don’t want the putative de- 
fendants named. P. Oh, of course not. 
H.P. (Inaudible), and I don’t—P. Wait a 
minute—then how do I get you into it? 

H.P. You just—P. And Kleindienst out? 
Because of allegations that have been 
made, Kleindienst has removed himself 
from the case, can we say that?—Well 
how you want me to handle Kleindienst? 
* HP. Well I think that’s terribly sensi- 
tive, Mr. President. 

P. How do we.—What do I. say then 
about you? That Henry Petersen is act- 
ing as the President’s Special Counsel? 
Can I say it that way? H.P. Yes, you 
can say it that way. P. [inaudible]. H.P. 
And I think just refuse any direct ques- 
tions with respect to Kleindienst. 

P. Then Sunday—-Sunday—he has met 
at great length with Henry Petersen 
who is acting as Special Counsel at this 
time. 

H.P. I think. 

P. Huh? No? : 

H.P. I think they—that my concern 
is [inaudible]. : 

P, First, your concern is—H.P. Con- 
cerns are: One, if you say there are 
major developments and then you—you 
leave the innuendo— 

P. Yeah. H.P. That Kleindienst was 
out—it looks like Kleindienst is a de- 
fendant. P. I get it. 

H.P. So we ought to avoid that. The 
second thing is that we can’t-—-we can’t 
expound on that. P. All right [inaudible]. 
H.P. Why Kleindienst has refused. 

P. For two weeks the President has 
conducted — cenducted a personal in- 
vestigation. [Inaudible] about that. He 
has nothing more to say at this point. 
[Inaudible] add something— 

H.P. I think [inaudible] plusses in 
that. 

P, Then at least you’re covered Would 
you mind if I got Ziegler over and you 
and I go over this? 

H.P. (Inaudible). No sir, not at all. 

P. Have Ziegler come over please 
[Into phone] All right. Getting back to 
the nuts and bolts here. La Rue—did 
he testify today [inaudible]? 

H.P. He is coming in this afternoon 
[inaudible]. He is coming without a law- 
yer. 

_ P. But he is going to [inaudible] in- 
terrogatories to him, As I understand 
you are going to get him to [inaudible]. 

H.P. We anticipate that’s the reason 
he’s coming without a lawyer—be we 
don’t know. He’ll be in this afternoon. 
And .O’Brien, the lawyer, is coming in. 

e’s very much concerned about the 
potential subornation charges. He’s com- 


FNS 


— 


ing in this afternoon. 

P. Subornation is the charge made 
by Magruder? H.P. Yes sir. P. Questions 
there is again [inaudible] want to prove 
[inaudible]. 

_ HP. Well I suppose that’s right, He 
_a#ys Dean corroborates it to a certain 
jegree. . 


P. How does Dean come out-n this | 
thing? Well—Oh, I see, If -you—you .’ 


can negotiate—you can negotiate him 
out by when he talks? Is that basically 
it? I mean— 

H.P. The decision isn’t made. His coun- 
sel says we want a deal, This man was 
an agent. This man didn’t do anything 
but what Halde— 

P. Haldeman and Ehrlichman told him 
to do. 

H.P.—and Mitchell, and if you insist 
on trying him we, in defense, are going 
to try Ehrlichman, Haldeman, Nixon and 
this Administration. That’s going to be 
our defense. 

_ P. He’d try it—the President too? 

H.P. It’s a goddamned poker. game. 
Yes sir. P. Yeah. H.P. [Inaudible] we 
spoke yesterday—it’s just awful tough 
to offer John Dean immunity at this 
point. [Inaudible] both of his lawyers 
last night after you called. 

P. The only point that I want to be 


’ sure we understood on that is that I 


don’t claim to be his higher authority. 
Mitchell is his higher authority—I don’t 
know who he is referring to. H.P. Oh 
I understand that. P. But I just want to 
be damned sure that. 

H.P. When I use that term—Liddy’s 
a nut you see, P. I have never met the 
man. I don’t know. H.P. He’s a—he’s— 
kind of a super patriot— P. I under- 
stand. H.P. In a sense. P. [Inaudible]? 

H.P. (Inaudible)\—No—we called—I 
called Tom Kinnelly, who I know very 
well and told him—he’s co-counsel— 
local counsel, Then Maroulis his prin- 
cipal lawyer, called me and I told him 
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gruder? 

H.P. Basically. This man is crazy, Mr. 
President. He’s burning his arms. He 
‘showed the prosecutor and sdid, I will 
stand up to anything. I’ve made myself 
endure this to prove to myself that I 
can take anything. Jail will not break 
me and what have you. You've got to 
be a crazy man to sit there and burn 


' sen. Z. Yes indeed. 


P. Let me tell you the problemi, Ron, 


. that we have here. You know a few 


yourself to see if you can withstand | 


the pain. 


-P. I feel, among others, I feel for the . 


Cubans—they probably—they probably 
recruited them [inaudible] ’cause they 
were doing it for Castro or something. 
H.P. I think they did, I don’t— : 


P. Do you see how anybody would: 


do such a silly damn thing like that 
otherwise? H.P. Mr. President, the great 
mystery about this thing is—there’s no 
rationalization for—P. That’s how [in- 
audible] puts it—I agree. I couldn’t be- 
lieve. I said [inaudible] got to be a joke 
—H.P. There’s no rationalization at all. 


_ P. When I heard it. ‘ 


C.LA. Data for Hunt 


H.P, Oh, incidently, I have—there’s 
one other item that I wouldn’t put down. 
That in the course the negotiations, in 
the course of trial preparations, it be- 
came. clear that Hunt had received cer- 
tain documentation from C.IA. He also 
received the loan of a camera and what 


; have you. P. Yeah-yeah-yeah. 


H.P. We anticipated that they might 
—the defendants might—try and defend 
by attacking the C.I.A. We asked the 
C.LA. people—we were told that they 
were simply responding to a routine re- 
quest from another government agency 
to help out Hunt who was on a special 
assignment, and they—. 

P. This was [inaudible] the White 
House? H.P. Yes sir. P. That was per- 
fectly proper. He was conducting an 


. investigation from the national security 


That a report had reached the govern- 
ment that Liddy out of a misguided ' 


sense of loyalty to the President of the 
United States was refusing to cooper- 
ate, and that I had been instructed by 
you— 

P. Yeah. H.P. to inform his lawyer 
that the President wanted everybody to 
cooperate P. Exactly H.P. subject only 
to the qualification that no one of us 
wanted to be construed that the Presi- 
dent was putting undue pressure on him, 


and— P. Good. You told the lawyer | 


that? 


H.P. I’ve got it written down. I’ve. 
made memorandum for the file so that ' 


it protects. you and—P. Right — right 
[inaudible] influence? H.P. Yes sir. 

P. You got that report. I guess Dean 
was the one who made it clear that I 
told him while you were—while he was 
here. 

H.P. I told you that we’d received it 
but Dean also gave you the same re-~ 
port. Now, Maroulis, who’s Liddy’s law- 
yer, flew down from New York last 
night and we had Liddy brought over 
to the jail so that Maroulis could inter- 
view him and give him this informa- 
tion, and we will see what develops. 

P. How did—now let’s see—this would 
be your corroborating witness for Ma- 


area for the White House at that point. 


also, and I told him in these terms. | Bee ee See Te eee 


bugging equipment I trust that they got. 


from the C.LA. H.P. No—it— P. Camera? ' 


H.P. Camera, a thing to disguise you 
voice, credentials. P. Yeah. H.P. What 
have you. We are also told that the re- 
quest for that came from Ehrlichman. 
First we asked what agency and they 
said the White House. Then that the re- 
quest came from Ehrlichman. 


P. Right. That is not involved in this 


case, is it? [Inaudible] This came before. 
H.P. Came in the course of trial prep- 
aration. : 


| 


P. But—what I am asking is—is it: 


relevant to this case? Is it a matter 
[inaudible]}—H.P. Well it’s relevant in 
this with respect to Ehrlichman. P. Yeah. 
H.P. The question is did Ehrlichman— 


P. Depends on what he was doing. H.P. . 


Facilitate Hunt’s obtaining equipment 
that was used in conjunction with the 
Watergate caper? 

P. That’s right. Or was it—it’s a ques- 
tion of time there as to when [inaudi- 


ble]. Do you know the time mode? P. : 
What else?. H.P. Check that camera— | 


they had some pictures developed for 


him. Pil have to check the dates for | 


you, Mr. President. 
Discussion With Ziegler 


_ P. Right—come in. (Ron Ziegler comes 
in.) Z. Hi~-how are you? P. Henry Peter- 


weeks—now do you think Henry that 
you'll get—that you could—you don’t 
know what-—-about the Dean thing— 
you don’t know when you are going to 
negotiate that? H.P. No sir. P. It seems 
to me. ; 

H.P. The simple fact of. the matter is 
the man has just agreed to plead. Now 
it’s only a question of time. P. He’s 
agreed to plead: H.P. He’s agreed to 
plead—it’s a question of time. P. Plead 
what—guilty? ; ; 

H.P. Plead guilty—-yes sir—Magruder 
has agreed to plead guilty. P. No-no- 
no—Dean? H.P. Oh Dean. The negotia- 
tions on Dean are still wide open. P. 
Dean isn’t going to plead guilty? H.P. 
No sir. P. He’s got this defense of being 
an agent? Right? H.P. That’s right. P. Is 
that defense? H.P. Well it’s a tactical 
defense—P. It’s tactical defense? 


H.P. Well, you know, the jury appeal 
unless you—in a sense jury notification 
of sympathy—that the jury will not con- 
vict because they think he’s the fall 
guy. P. Oh I see—well [inaudible]—the 
Cubans. H.P. Depends on how sympa- 
thetic an appeals is made. P. That’s my 
point. : 

H.P. But Dean’s appeal’s much more 
sympathetic, Dean’s out for anyone on 
instructions, and he hasn’t gone out and 
committed an overt criminal act. He 
hasn’t broken any thing the Cubans did 
—which is what detracted from their at- 
tempt to do this. Dean has done—per- 
formed neutral acts which in the cir- 
cumstances they were performed take 
on the traces of criminality, and 
he excuses that with, one—he wasn’t 
fully informed; two he was only an 
agent; three, he didn’t have enough au- 
thority to countermand Mitchell—or he 
told Haldeman and Haldeman didn’t 
countermand. Dean was impotent in the 
circumstance. That will be his defense. 
P. I see. : 


right? H.P. But you can’t use that, P. 
believe— 


Demand for Immunity 


P. Also told you that unless you grant 
him immunity he’s going to attack every- 
body, including the President. Is that 
right? H.P, But you can’t use that. P. 
Hugh? H.P. You can’t use that. P. Who 
can’t? H.P. Because Dean didn’t tell us 


_that. 


P. The attorney? 

H.P. His lawyer said it. 

P. NoI didn’t—I didn’t—I just thought 
—H.P. But his lawyer said that in the 
course of negotiations. And he doesn’t 
say that as a threat. He says this is 
what I am going to do. This is my de- 
fsnse. You're taking unfair advantage of 
this man. : 

P. Oh I se. Going to go out as an 
agent? H.P. Yes, Sir. 

P. No agent for the President, that’s 
for sure, because—.H.P, He’s agent for 
Haldeman and— 

P. He hasn’t testified that’s he an 
agent for the President in any of this, 
has he? H.P. No sir. 

P. If he has, I need to know it. H.P. 
Yes, Sir—I know. 


P. (Inaudible) see Dean until a month 
ago. Never even saw him. 

H.P. That has great significance on 
your executive privilege argument with 
the Congress. He said narrower con- 

struction and I’m told your construc- 
tion— 

P. Yeah. H.P. Is not necessarily narrow. 

P, Yeah. H.P. It’s the narrow construc- 
tion of the doctrine which is applicable 
only to those who are agents for the 
President. . 

P. Yeah. So he, being an agent. H.P. 
That—and to the extent that it’s in- 
voked with Dean—he is per se an agent. 
P. That wasn’t what you just told me 
in that memo you gave me? 

H.P. That he is an agent for the 
President and Haldeman and Ehrlich- 
-man, ; 

P. Yeah. H.P. And the court take judi- 
cial notice, for example, that the Chief 
Executive invoked executive privilege 
with respet to him. It’s an argument 
that can be made with respect—your 
argument— 

-Z. I thought that was already done. 

H.P. Pardon? 

.Z. It’s been done. 

H.P. (Inaudible), statements have 
been made in the press that it would 

e. 

Z. Oh I see. ; 

P. (Inaudible) basically this—they 
-haven’t made a (inaudible)—Dean—but 
you are trying to made a. deal, aren't 
you? H.P, Yes. sir. 

P. And the problem is that what kind 
of a one you can make won't do a (in- 
audible). I would assume that we (in- 
audible) to Dean—aill Dean wants is 
immunity from indictment. H.P. Yes sir. 
HP. Yes sir. 

P. You're prepared to give it to him? 
The judicial one? H.P. Yeah. We’re not 
going’ to like it. . 

P. What? H.P. And only as a last re- 
sort. And only if— 

P. (Inaudible) going to get-— H.P. Only 
if we have— 

P. Other evidence? H.P. Other evi- 
dence that would be used to convict 
higher-ups. Now it may only be John 
Mitchell but if so, why a— 


Could Use Dean on Mitchell 


P. But you could use Dean on Mitchell 
—that’s the point. H.P. Yes sir. 

P. You see with Magruder you end up 
with one man—he’s already lied once. 
H:P. That’s right, 

P. I know a little of perjury—and 
with Dean—you’ve got two men. H.P. 
That’s right. 

P. Correct H.P. That’s right. 

P. If you get Liddy you’ve got three. 

_ HP. That’s right. . 

P. That will be a tough (inaudible) 
that’s why you're considering giving him 
immunity? H.P. Yes sir. 

P. You think it’s a good decision 
HP. [Inaudible]—I haven’t made it 
yet and I’m pondering it—and I don’t 
want to make it. I think it’s going to 
look terrible if we immunize Dean ’cause 
he is a ranking official and we're still 
bargaining for a plea. If we can get a 
plea, we won’t do it. If we have to— 

P. What kind ofa plea would you be 
getting, Henry? I don’t know the opera- 


tion of it. H.P, Well I don’t know—we . 
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might a— ; 

P. Suspended? That sort of thing? 
H.P. Well. : 

H.P. He wants a plea that doesn’t dis- 
bar him. : 

H.P. He wants a plea that doesn’t dis- 
bar him—he doesn’t want to plead at 
all to be perfectly honest, but he’ll want 
a plea that doesn’t disbar him I’m sure. 

P. Here’s the situation. You see 
they’re still bargaining with Dean. Sec- 
ond the Magruder thing—they’re still 
bargaining with him. Is that correct? 
H.P. Yes sir—to determine a time. 

P. But you think that might come— 
not today now with Magruder? 

H.P. Well I don’t think that we can 
satisfy his counsel’s concerns today. 
They may say, well you go see Senator 
Ervin first. | / 


P. Well let’s think about the Ervin 
Committee and—H.P. And Judge Sirica. 


H.P. His counsel said he ought not go 
to jail before the others. And it’s con- 
ceivable that they’ll say you go to see 
Senator Ervin first. He’s wrote the (in- 
audible). : 

P. Hhmm.. H.P. Ok. p 

P. So with Magruder you’ve got the 
[inaudible] then. H.P. That’s it. 

P, However, he suggests that we could 
say this for the—he says that—he said 
—and I would get from John Enhrlich- 
man—the amount of time—the past— 
it’s either two weeks—I think perhaps 
we coyld say for the past: such and 
such in talking to—Remember: when I 
first saw Dean—called him in and sent 
him to Camp David. I think that was 
before we went to (inaudible). 

Z. It was March 21 

P. March 21st? All right—fine. March 
21st. Since March 21st the President 
has been conducting a: personal investi- 
gation into the entire Water matter. 
There have been as a result of that in- 
vestigation (inaudible) significant devel- 
opments. The purpose of that—I have 
been thinking—I have been talking with 
—he said—Henry agreed with me that 
the President should be out in front. 

H.P. Yes sir—that’s the reason we 
were so insistent on seeing you again. 

P. Yeah—H.P. Yesterday. 

P. Second—and the result of that is 
that—that’s going to—that’s going— 
that’s why I run it by you in this—at 
least if Magruder or Dean are sum- 
moned by the Grand Jury today—go in 
or talk or something or we just don’t 
know. But The Washington Post with 
all_the stuff it has. Whenever they 
move we're a step ahead. How’s that 
sound to you? H.P. Can we add to that, 
Mr. President— 

P. Yeah. H.P. In terms of your sugges- 
tion last night? 

P. Yeah. H.P. That there had been 
some speculation that individuals in- 
volved in this thing are protecting, out 
of a misguided sense of loyalty the of- 
fice of. the Presidency, and that you 
want to make it clear and you asked 
members of your staff and everyone 
involved that you expect their full co- 
operation with the prosecutors. 

P. (Inadudible) the problem is that 
we. said that before you know and it 
never—I don’t think it gets through. 
What do you think, Ron, about that? 
The President has again directed, I 
would say, has again directed that 


everyone, that all individuals on his 
staff and in the campaign committee, 
cooperate fully in this investigation 
with the U.S. Attorney’s Office—with 
the U.S. Attorney—The United States 
Attorney. I think I would put in that 
and keep it out of the Ervin Committee 
—you see? 

Z. Yes sir. ; 

P. And that—and that—you see the 
misguided sense of loyalty thing—has 
there been an article in the newspaper? 

H.P. or Z. (Inaudible) 

P. You see I am afraid—afraid to 
throw that out there—I think you bet- 
ter leave it right here—has directed— 
the misguidance of loyalty we can han- 
dle in an individual (inaudible)—but 
this message will get through. H.-P. All 
right. 

P. I don’t want to admit—dammit— 
that anybody’s so dumb to say that the 
—which they are, of course. Now, Ron, 
brainstorm that for us—what do you 
think—that’s— 

Z. First of all, the way to do this, 
and I think we should do this, but the 
way to do this—the feeling that some- 
thing is happening in town and you 
(inaudible). 

P, What you could say is that I’m not 
going to comment on developments be- 
cause it could prejudice—it could preju- 
dice the rights of —H.P. of the prosecu- 
tion or defendants. 

P. Weil, shall we say, the (inaudible). 
They could prejudice the rights—it could 
prejudice the prosecution or the rights 
of defendants and innocent people. 
Cause you see they are not all de- 
fendants, H.P. Yeah. 

.Z. Doing this puts it (inaudible) that 
paragraph..: : 

P. (Inaudible). Z. (Inaudible). 

P. Developments? That the major de- 
velopments that are now being — can I 
say major developments that are now 
considered by the Grand Jury? H.P. Yes. 


Considered by Grand Jury 


P. Major developments that are now 
being considered by the Grand Jury. As 


a result of this investigation there have 
been some major developments that are 
now being considered by the Grand 
Jury. = ‘ 

Z. (Inaudible) you said that? We face a 
situation where—P., They’l] run to—Z. 
they will—have you said this?—we will 
face the situation number one (in- 
audible) conclusions about the scope of 
this (inaudible), Those people who are 
holding information will be under great 
pressure to move quickly with whatever 
they have. 

P, Oh—then maybe you don’t want 
to do that. Z. Then—thirdly, doing this 
in this form, would very likely have— 
could have—a tendency to (inaudible) 
further to have McCord issue statements 
in behalf of others or 

P. You’re probably right. Z. Anyone. 
That could be the result of a statement 
like this, Then fourthly, I suppose, we 
would receive extensive questioning in 
terms of. well how was the President 
conducting this investigation? Is Dean 
involved in it? And you know— 

P. Hhmph. He was (inaudible) the 
time. 

Z. Well I understand, but by a story 
of this sort 


P, (Inaudible) Z. You would have to 
cut Dean out of the pattern, We would 
almost be forced to, in response to ques- 
tions, to cut Dean out of the pattern. 
We would have to say no Mr. Dean 
was not involved in this which would 
lead to substantial speculation with re- 
gard to Dean’s role and I don’t know 
that John’s state of mind at this point 
could lead to an open production on 
his part. I think — what I am saying 
is there is a tendency—(Inaudible). 

P. Maybe we should say nothing then 
— what do you think? (inaudible) asking 
public relations questions (inaudible), no 
your job. ; 

H.P. (Inaudible)—-the only thing I’d 
want to do— 

P. It crosses the line? H.P. There is 
an undercurrent going through this in- 
vestigation now P, Yeah, H.?. and it’s 
getting through to the participants and 


potential witnesses. They’ve heard all! 
the arguments and ‘they are moving— |: 
there’s a lot of movement—and nobody 
wants to be the last one in. They’re all 
.trying to get in first to talk and get 
the best deal they can. Those who have 
not been contacted are nervous and 
waiting. P. Yeah. x 


Great Difficulties Feared 


H.P. Something like this (inaudible) 
makes a good point, could precipitate 
them to run up there to Sam Dash and 
then we’re in great difficulties. 

Z. In other words, if there’s a sum- 
mons— 


P. No—I don’t. think we can do it— 
we'll just have to cover it Ron in terms 
‘of—that the damn thing—we’ve also 
have this understanding, I do want to 
have this understanding, but— 

H.P. OK—but can’t (inaudible) Mr. 
President? 

P. And Magruder — but Magruder — 
what? H.P. Can’t we go at it in another 
way? P. How’s that? H.P. Well an awful 
lot of your friends in the Congress are 
saying unkind things — P. Yeah. H.P. 
about the Watergate investigation. How 
— how — if you have — maybe bring 
a half a dozen of them over here — 
from both sides and talk. 


P, Ahh — no — they’d — that just 


breaks the story bigger — if we did — 
it would be the same story. I'd rather | 
have it come out if we’re going to do it ' 


—you see they’d go and say there have 
been some major developments. 

Z. See, of course, what you’re doing 
this for will—of course, it does put the 
President immediately out in front. 

H.P, (Inaudible) have much more at 
stake in this than I have. I think that’s 
terribly important. I don’t want to ex- 
aggerate but it seems to me that the— 


P. May—may be it’s just as well to | 


let the Washington Post and the rest j 


(inaudible) Z. (Inaudible)—I wanted to 
raise those factors to see what— 


P. (Inaudible) put some pressures on 


and so forth but it isn’t going to prej- . 


udice the prosecution, it it, if I say this 

H.P. No sir, (inaudible) 

Z. I don’t know—know who he is, 
but what if someone who’s setting there 
waiting for a phone call and sees this 
bulletin— ba 
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P. I lean to doing it and—I think Pve 
got to get out in front and let’s ge: 
out right today. H.P. Personally I think 
you have to, too. 

P, Right—I’ve got to get out and I’ve 
got to get it out today. Z. This would 
be (inaudible). 

P. (Inaudible). Can I also say that 
I’ve—can I say that—we don’t want to 
get into the business—for example, say 
that I met today with Henry Petersen 
and that— : 

Z. That would add an awful lot of 
questions. 

P. I met yesterday—that he’s—that— 
these—the—(inaudiible) no let me say 
this. First, On Friday, the President— 
I think we should say which we have— 
that Ehrlichman and all—Friday the 
President gave the (inaudible) the At- 
torney General the results of his own 
investigation. Would that be a fair ac- 
count of that? 

H.P, An overstatement. 


‘Intensive Discussions’ 


_ P. It overstates it, because you see 
the Ehrlichman thing really states every- 
thing that Magruder (inaudible) corrob- 
boated the next day. We don’t want to 
orated the next day. All right — we'll 
just say this—that we have had discus- 
sions over the weékend—why don’t we 
say that? Has had intensive discussions 
over the weekend with the Attorney 


General, Mr. Henry Petersen, (inaudible) 
“and has continued to have discussions : 


over the weekend and today—extensive 
discussions. 

H.P. That’s all right. 

P. You better get out a—H.P. I do’ 
think it’s important. 

Z, Let me add to this sentence. The 
President was conducting personal (in-, 
audible) into this matter and to see (in- 
audible); (Inaudible) press (inaudible) 


conducted a personal investigation of 


the Watergate matter. 
P. A persona] investigation—after all 
--that was after the—this was after the 


- McCord— In other words, because of 


allegations that have been publicly 
made. 

H.P. I would say, “As a result of de- 
velopments in the past several weeks 
the President has found it necessary 
to—” : 2 

P. Yeah—the President has—the Pres- 
ident on March 21 has undertaken a 
personal ‘investigation—you know, has 
undertaken his own personal investiga- 
tion.—intensive Investigation. Whose 
handling it? He is—done personally. ’d 
just say he—just—let’s say—all the fa- 
cilities that are available to him—with 
all the facilities that are available to 
him. How’s that sound to you, Ron? 
And better say FBI (inaudible). say, over 
the weekend he has met extensively 
with the Attorney General, Mr. Henry 
Petersen, (Inaudible) Helpful (inaudible) | 
it really g)inaudible), It'll knock true— : 
let me say this—I think—put it this way. 
I think maybe the fact that I finally— 
when we get Dean—let’s face him—face : 
the fact, that the very fact that I kept 
asking him what the hell is this? Go _ 
up to Camp David and write it. And 
Dean says I can’t write a report. I think 
he then became convinced the moment _ 


of truth had arrived. And_ that’s why 
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he negar io tain to you. Inat’s wnat 
he told me yesterday. So you see that 
at least is something we can—the Dean 
thing it.—Now, as a matter fact —I 
must add that I didn’t know he was not 
coming fully clean. 

Z. Should we express concern? 

H.P. The questions are going to (in- 
audible). 

P, What? H.P. Obviously the Presi- 
dent was unsatisfied with the report he 
got from Dean. Z. Is that correct? 

P, That’s correct, yes. It was all based, 
on—based on what, you know, based 
on the information that has been— Z. 
(Inaudible) concern (inaudible) White 
House. 

P. I—just—you know—I’m not going 
to— ‘ 
..Z. Is the President’s concern with the 

‘ over-all developments. Should we have 
"a line that the President is conducting 
: a@ personal investigation. 

H.P. The President is concerned with 

_ the evidence, The evideyce will deter- 
mine where we go. 


| P. Year—but I would say—gentiemen, 
any comments upon this would be harm- 
ful to the people—could jeopardize get- 
ting the truth—could jeopardize the 
prosecution—the rights of defendants or 
of innocent people. The rights of poten- 
tial. defendants—the potential de- 
fendants or of innocent people. And ~ 
therefore, there can be no further com- 
ment upon it. I’d just (inaudible) it right 
out there and that puts a shot across . 
the bow. Let (inaudible) scream out-— 
let McCord go on—that doesn’t help 
any. They don’t have what we have. 
Let’s put it this way, Ron. We know 
what we’ve done. We’ve got Magruder 
and Dean, There’s also La Rue and a few 
others. I'd take that—and see whether 
—you want to run that by somebody 
and talk to Dick Moore or— Z. (In- 
audible) Moore and— 


P. Yeah—okay fine—and then let me 
know right away. I want to finish with 
Henry—get him back to (inaudible). 
Fair enough? Z. Yes sir. 

P. It’s my inclination to go with that 
today, though, I— 

H.P. We have no problem. 


Z. I think I'll be inclined to hanae 
this on the basis of providing it to, in ~ 
other words, what has the activity been - 
around the White House and so forth. 


P. (Inaudible) saw me to leave the 
church service and I— 

Z. Give it to a wire service story—- 
the wire services can confirm it later 
instead of calling (inaudible). 

P. No, no, no, no—I wouldn’t call— 
I'd just give it to the wires. H.P. That’s 
right—yeah. 

P. Just give it to the wires. Say gen- 
tlemen you wonder what the President 
has been doing?—where is he today?—— 
he’s in the EOB. But I want them to 
know that since the 21st I’ve been work- 
ing my tail off, which I have—I—I’m 
so sick of this thing. —I want to get it 
done with and over, and I don’t want 
to hear about it again.. Well I'll hear 
about it a lot, but I’ve got to run the 
country too. (Ziegler leaves. 

P. Come back can I, for a moment 
now, to our—our subjects of Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman As I—let’s be sure we 
understand (inaudible). As I understand 


it~—and I don’t :.naudible)—what we 
were saying last night—from a legal 
standpoint the case against them may 
be quite difficult to prove. 

H.P. That’s certainly true with re- 
spect to Ehrlichman. 

P. Yeah. H.P. But Haldeman and Dean 
are much more difficult position from 
the purely theoretical legal point of 
view. : 

P. Right—because of the money? H.P. 
If Strachan confirms that he 

P, That he got the money? H.P. That 
he got the budget report. 

P. On the budget report—yeah. H.P. 
If Strachan confirms that— 

P. Strachan—Strachan’s going to tes- 
tify (inaudible) right? 

H.P. If he confirms then that he gave 
Ehrlichman or Haldeman a summary 
of— . 

P, Yeah. H.P. The intercepted conver- 
sations. 

P. Right—right. —That shows that. 
H.P. And he. 

P. That shows he had prior knowl- 
ege—right. 

H.P. And Dean testifies that he told 
Haldeman about the second meeting in 
Mitchell’s office where these things were , 
discussed. 


Have Any Knowledge? 


P. Yeah—I asked Dean today. I said 
did Haldeman have any knowledge. He 
said No. Did Ehrlichman have any 
knowledge? He said No. I said did you 
have any knowledge? Dean said No. He 
said, “I went to the meetings.”—Dean 
gave me the same story. He hasn't 
changed his story in that (inaudible). 
I went to the meeting but we thought 
we had it turned off. That was—that 
was his line. But he said that’s before. 
But it’s afterwards, he says, that both 
Haldeman and Ehrlichman have prob- 
lems. That’s what Dean tells me for 
whatever its worth as to whether—Did 
he tell you something different? 

H.P.—Well—that’s perhaps what (in- 
audible). He said in Mitchell’s office we 
ought not to be discussing this in the 
office of the Attorney General. P. Yeah. 

“HP. All right—that’s one thing. Now 
maybe he just figures that was turning 
it off. It didn’t turn it off. He goes back 
to Haldeman and he says—we ought 
not to be involved in this —that’s the 
way it was stated. And Haldeman says 
—right. But so far as we can ascertain 
nobody did anything. ; 

P. So. H.P, So from a— 

P. Pretty hard—pretty hard to con- 
vict—I was just going to say—just 
looking at Haldeman. In the public mind, 
in other words, I think as you said last 
night on the phone very perceptively— 
in the public mind—H.P. That’s right. 

P. But legally. H.P. That’s right. P. It’s 
still tough. ; ; 

H.P, It’s a very difficult case be- 
cause it rests on inaction. But in any 
event with respect to Haldeman, that is 
a theoretical case, and with Ehrlichman 
next to nothing. P. All except the deep 
six. H.P. O I wouldn’t agree with that. 
.P. Huh? 

H.P. We'll have to go back to Gray— 
V’ll talk to Fielding and V’ll stop by and’ 
talk to Ehrlichman too. ‘ 

P. Chance is you’re going to hear that, 
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they—-I don’t know—vou mean they 


turned it over—turned over a packet 
to Gray? H.P. Yes sir. 
P, Ehrlichman, I think you said, be- 


“Mieves that? [Traudible] include Gray? 


Let’s don’t ge! ihe bureau back in this. 
One thing »:  ‘ked about protecting 
—you know  :+—Gray is going to be 
leaving, as you: know. I am trying to find 
the man whose beyond reproach—who 
can get a hundred votes in the Senate. 
Let’s. a—now we are not talking about 
protecting an individual. Gray is [in- 
audible] this weekend. [Inaudible] him 
out. Does this [inaudible] you? H.P. 
[Inaudible] remarkable man, Mr. Presi- 
dent. P. Huh? 


Speculation on Gray 


H.P. I think Pat Gray’s a remarkable , 
man. P. But you-see, his memory might 
be faulty on this. The point is—my point 
is I don’t—if you feel this—his train has - 
left the station you've got to (inaudible). 
H.P. Well I don’t think— P, I’m not tell- 
ing you not to do anything stronger. HP... 
I don’t think that it’s especially ger- 
mane. P. It’s not relevant. ; 

H.P. That’s right, But it’s important 

to determine whether or not Dean’s tell- 


pe ing the truth. [Inaudible] of the fact— 


it’s a neutral fact but if it can be es- 
tablished that he’s telling the truth. 

P, Ali right. Suppose you find that 
Ehrlichman corroborates Fielding that 
they did turn this over to him—what- 
ever it was—to Gray. Then what do you 
do? You call Gray in and ask him, 
‘where is it? 

H.P. Well I'll go see him again and 
then [inaudible] we will want to pursue 
ft. 
~ P. Yeah. You see Gray’s—Gray’s, if I 
can just suggest it, Gray’s reaction, if 
he didn’t get it, would be, in my opin- 
jon, [inaudible] didn’t get it, or get 
something, and they told him this is 
political stuff, [Inaudible] I don’t want 
it. That’s what I would have said 
wouldn’t you? Not drag in the bueau. 
Not Watergate. I don’t know. H.P. Can’t 
second-guess a man. P. [Inaudible] 
‘HP. The other [inaudible] if Klein- 
dienst called me up and said, “Look, 
there’s this aspect of this investigation. 
lve got this stuff here. It’s all-co- 
mingled but it’s clear that this doesn’t 
rétate. Why don’t I just give it to you?” 
I'd probably take it. I think it’s very. 
understandable—what I can’t under-, 
stand is. the denial. Well, [inaudible]: 
to corroborate. : 

P, Well if he got it—you see—the: 
point is he doesn’t have it now. That’s 
the point. H.P. Apparently hasn’t. P. So 
he’s 
he’s flushed it. H.P. Well there’s a pos- 
sibility that Dean threw it in the river 
[inaudible]. 

" P, [Inaudible] I have a recollection 
myself. I saya recollection that Dean 
told me that unequivocally, and I be- 


‘lieve Dean ‘on that. H.P. We’re going 


to go back to him again. 

P, {Inaudible}. I'll get you out of here. 
[inaudible] yet. H.P. By the way Mr. 
President, I think that. P. [Inaudible] 
evidence—not evidence? [Inaudible] ex- 
plain that the evidence was not evi- 
dence—is that right? The stuff out of 
his safe? H.P. Well—that’s. P. What 
would vou get after him on this—de- 


struction 
struction of evidence? 

H.P. Well you see the point of it is— 
there are two other iteins that—accord- 
ing to the defense—Huuni’s defense— 
that were missing. Both of which were 
notebooks. P. Hunt’s notebooks? 

H.P. And we can’t find those note- 
books. Dean says, Fielding says, and 
Kehrli says, they have no recollection 
of those notebooks, P. Yeah. H.P. Hunt 
says they were there, and— P. So— 

H.P. So only to the extent that the 
notebooks were missing which Hunt 
says they’re germane. P. [Inaudibie] 
does he tell us very much, huh? H.P. 
No sir. 

P. Is he going to? H.P. Ah P. Or is 
he? H.P. (Inaudible) before the grand 
jury. P. (Inaudible) anything in it for 
him, I suppose that’s the thing. 

H.P. He was testifying under compul- 
sion. Came in immunized—we’re going 
to. have him back, particularly with re- 
spect to the fees. His testimony with re- 
spect to Dorothy Hunt was unbeliev- 
able—‘“‘We were once in trouble with 
the income tax bureau and ever since 
then we've been sticking hundred dollar 
bills in the top of our closet and that’s 
where the ten thousand dollars came 
from.” 

P. You mean he gave to the Cubans? 

H.P. That he gave to his wife, Doro- 
thy, which she had on her when the 
plane went down and she was killed. 
She’s alleged to be the intermedeiary 
that was carrying— 

P. Carrying the money to the [in- 
audible] that’s what I heard—I read 
that in the paper. H.P. So that he lied 
on that issue. And we'll have to have 
him back. P. Do you think you can 
break him? H.P. I think, his lawyer is 
véry concerned, and the lawyer got a 
hundred and ‘fifty six thousand dollars 
in fees. ‘ 

P. Bittman—Bittman is his name? H.P, 
Yes sir. P. I've heard of him—good law- 
yer? H.P. He’s a good friend of mine, 
Mr. President, and a good lawyer. He 
prosecuted the Hoffa cases. 

P. But Bittman’s problem—his prob- 
lém is [inaudible]. H.P. He’s very—he’s 
véry upset about it and—-P. Doesn't he 
know what the hell the [inaudible]? 
Does he think he was paid off? H.P. 
Does he think? 

“P. Does he, Bittman, think that his 
fees—Hunt’s [inaudible] the purpose of 
getting his client to— 

H.P. Well I don’t think he cares where 
his- fee came from. That fee went in. 
He’s concerned about the allegations 
that McCord makes based on [inaudible] 
Dorothy Hunt. 

P. One thing that’s got to be—one 
thing about Colson—wondering if—that 
I would be concerned with here—that is 
if—according to Hunt whether you've , 
got a circumstantial problem as to 
whether Hunt may have told Colson. I 
what [inaudible] if Colson had not done 
a damn thing. According to Colson, he’s 
sworn under oath that he didn’t know 
anything about it. You would have him 
on perjury. ; 

‘ELP. Yes sir. And we don’t have any 
evidence against him. P. Well—the point 
here. H.P. It’s—you know a very funny 
story P. If you crack Hunt. H.P. to come 
out of this. P. About whom? 


—_~, 


Interviews With Baldwin 


H.P. The New York Times when they 
interviewed or the Los Angeles Times 
when they interviewed Baldwin and they 
took a taped statement from him. In the 
cotirse of the interview, Baldwin told 
them that he had taken the logs and 
just labeled the envelope and delivered, 
it down to 1700 Pennsylvania Avenue. | 
Thas as he told us he couldn’t remem-; 
ber the name and they went through 
a whole series of names, you know, 
whoever they were, and each one he 
kept saying no. And finally they said: 
Murray Chotiner? And he said no. So; 
they, after they concluded all their; 
questions and names and what have you: 
they went back and then as just a flyer, : 
Judge Sirica when he—in connection 
with the subpoena issue—heaers part of: 
the tapes and hears is Chotiner’s name. . 
He says to Silbert, I want these people 
subpoenaed and that’s Murray Chotiner 
and. others. And Silbert says, well he’s ; 
been to the grand jury and this name: 
has nothing to do with it. He’s been, 
calling about it ever since—subpoena. : 
Now the LA Times told me— ia 

P. Chotiner? H.P. That they had talked 
@ Chotiner— 

-P. Doesn’t know a damn thing. H.P.. 


I know that. H.P. [Inaudible] item of evi-i 
dence. Bi : 

_ P. I know Murray: like the back of, 
my hand. He’s too smart. H.P. Well, 
that’s what he told the L.A. Times. He' 
said if I had done it, it would have: 
been done well. _ 

P. Yeah, I know that, but he would 
never have done anything like that. H.P.: 
No, sir. And he—we have no evidence: 
against him. as : 

P. And I can assure you, I know 


t 


- that. I may not know other things but I 


‘know that. H.P. It’s become a-matter of 
principle with.us. We will not subpoena 
ae We have no reason to subpoena: 

im. 4 

P. No, no, no. H.P. And Sirica wants: 
us to subpoena him just I think for the: 
hell of it. g 

P: Yeah HP: The only way his name 
is mentioned is because they were try-:' 
ing to determine who, and I talked to: 
the L.A. Times. We did go that far. H.-P. 
Yeah. 

H.P. And they say absolutely none. 

P. Listen, if you are going to answer, 
it at all [inaudible] the big fish start: 
flopping around. Well—coming back to; 
Haldeman—I digressed—we went off. 
La Rue potentially then today has con- 
firmed the money thing from Strachan. 
So today you’re putting the net on 
that money, at least. 

H.P. Well Strachan [inaudible] and La 


‘Rue is due in this afternoon. 


P. Who did you get this morning then? 
H.P. Oh we had Strachan in this morn- 
ing. ; 

P. But he didn’t talk? H.P. But he 
didn’t talk. I went through that earlier. 

P. Okay. All right come to the Halde- 
man/Ehrlichman thing. You see you said 
yesterday they should resign. Let me 
tell you they should resign in my view 
if they get splashed with this. Now the 
point is, is the timing. I think that it’s, 
I want to get your advice on it, I think 
it would ‘be really hanging the guy be- 
fore something comes in if I say look, 
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you guys resign pecause 1 understand 
that Mr. Dean in the one instance, 
and Magruder in another instance, made 
some charges. against you. And I got 
their oral resignations last night and 
they volunteered it. They said, look, 


- We want to go any time. So I just want 


your advice on it. I don’t know what 
to do, frankly. [Inaudible] so 1 guess 
there’s nothing in a hurry about that is 
there? I mean I Dean’s resignation. I 
have talked, to him about it this morn- 
ing and told him to write it out. 

H.P, (Inaudible). 

P. It’s under way—I asked for it. How 
about Haldeman and Erlichman? I just 
wonder if you have them walk the 
plank before Magruder splashes and 
what have you.or what not. I mean I 
have information, true,.as to what Ma- 
gruder’s going to do. [Inaudible] noth- 
ing like this [inaudible]. . 

H.P. Or for that matter, Mr. President. 

P. Yeah. H.P. Its confidence in the 
Office of the Presidency. 

P. Right. You wouldn’t want—do you 
think they ought to resign right now? 

H.P. Mr. President, I am sorry to 
say it. I think that mindful of the need 
for confidence in your office—yes. 

P. [Inaudible] .basis? H.P. That has 
nothing to do—that has nothing to do 
with guilt or innocence. 

P. What basis—how would you have 
them submit their resignation then? H.P. 
Well—when we say they—i’m much 
more concerned about—about— 

P. Haldeman? H.P. Ehrlichman than I 
am about Haldeman, because Ehrlich- 
man, we have much less, you know, in 
terms of potential involvement. 

P. Yeah. Yeah. H.P. [Inaudible] the 
deep six it [inaudible], it goes to the 
quality of the information. Maybe it 


was trash and he said, get rid of the. 


damn stuff, it’s no good. 

P. And then maybe Gray did. H.P. 
That’s right. And the other thing with 
respect to Hunt. That’s a little more 
sensitive. That— 

P. How does it seem so? HP.P. Some- 
one, you know, who’s closely associated 
with you, who telis Hunt to get out of 
the country is I think a tremendously 
sensitive piece of information. 

P. Did he? But he didn’t go? H.P 
But he didn’t go because the— _ 

P. They. changed their minds. 


Orders Countermanded 


H.P. Countermanded — the orders 
were countermanded.. Now— 
P. Well I would think that his defense 


on that if I — my guess would be — ~ 


that he was trying to (inaudible) what 
happened — (inaudible) maybe the best 
thing for him to get out of the country, 
you know what I mean? But your point 
— Dean tells it as if Ehrlichman or- 
dered him to get him out of the rountry. 
Right? Is that what you have? 

H.P. That’s right — and that’s the 
way it comes through Liddy. Hunt tells 
us that’s the way Liddy stated it—my 
principal. 

= My principals? H.P. My principal 
said. 

P. Tell you what? H.P. Get out of the 
country Hunt. It doesn’t seem to me 
that if that fact reaches ligh of day ha 
it can be anything else but (inaudible) 
impact on the White House. 


P. (Inaudible) message. H.P. (Inaudi- 
ble) nothing to do with justice or in- 
justice. 

P. I know that it’s because of the 
Presidency, which, of course, H.P. Yes, 
sir. 

P. Is what we are thinking about. I 
appreciate what you say, because, I’m ° 
Hung about that too. I’m trying to be 
air. 

H.P, Well, let me put it another way. 
If I were Ehrlichman I would feel like 
I had to go under the circumstances. 

P. You would? Even Ehrlichman? 
Haldeman too? H.P. Both of them. 

P. How do you feel about Haldeman 
(inaudible)? H.P. Well (inaudible). 

P. You feel even more strongly? H.P 
Yes, sir, assuming, now remember what 
we have, 

P. Yeah. H.P. Dean says he discussed 
this with Haldeman. 

P. And? H.P Haldeman didn’t say 
stop. 

P. I see. H.P. I can tell you — if one 
of my prosecutors came in and said an- 
other prosecutor was out bugging some- 
body in organized crime, 1 would not 
say we ought not to be involved in it~ 

P. Dean told me. 

H.P. I'd go to him and say stop it. 

P. Excuse me. Did Dean say he dis- 
cussed the bugging with Haldeman? 

HP. He discussed the substance of 
the budget proposals which included the 
bugging operation. Operation. 


“~"P. Haldeman of Strachan? H.P. With 


Haldeman. And said we ought not to 
be invoived in this and Haldeman agrees 
but nothing happens. Neither one of 
them stopped it. Now, maybe they both 
thought they were outranked by John 
Mitchell. I don’t know. 

P, Dean now says that he discussed 
the bugging operation — that’s what I 
want to know. I didn’t understand he 
said that. I thought he said he did that 
with Strachan. H.P. Magruder — Mag- 
ruder says. 

P, I get it. H.P. (Inaudible) goes 
through Strachan. Dean says when he- 
came back from the second meeting he 
told Haldeman, “This is terrible, we 
ought not to be involved in this.” 

P. Right — right. H.P. And nobody 
does anything about it. - 

P. He hasn’t been too damn forthright 
has he? H.P. Well. 

P. I mean, he should have told me 
about Haldeman. H.P. It’s awful hard to 
debrief a man, Mr. President, in an hour - 
or two as you know. 

P. Yeah—when I asked him specifi- 
cally did Haldeman know and so forth 
— and he said no. And I guess maybe 
he was being perfectly honest. Told me 
that just this morning. And I said, he 
had no knowledge before, and neither 
did Ehrlichman, and he said neither did‘ 
he. But I guess what he meant. was 
that—you could reconcile that only 
by saying—that he had told Haldeman 
about it and Haldeman didn’t know that 
it went forward. Maybe that’s what he 
[inaudible]. H.P. That’s— 


P. That would not make Haldeman 
liable in this case—the very fact he 
didn’t stop it. He didn’t have the respon- 
sibility. I am looking at it just from a 
legal standpoint. Now understand, from 
a public standpoint it’s devastating. You 
think he would be liable for not issuing 


an order to j[. audible; i supyose of 
Dean igs subordinate. Haautiblel 

H.P. [Inaudible] a suhui. nate. It de- 
pends wii vho has author: to act with 


respect to the hudget proposals? 

P. Haldeman [inaudiblej. i: P. He did 
not have any authority? 

P. No sir ~~ none, none — all Mitchell 
— campaign funds. He had no authority 
whatever. 1 wouldn’t let him [inaudible]. 
H.P. Then you're left with the fact that 
he has knowledge of P. That’s right. H.P. 
but he doesn’t act upon. 

P. Knowledge of a proposal? H.P. that 
comes out as a misprision of a felony. 

P. Huh? H.P. That comes out to a 
misprision of a felony. Misprision is a 
Statute that is hardly ever enforced. 
You could put everybody in jail I sup- 
pose if you tried to. 

P. Knowledge and so on? H.P. That’s 
right. P. Knowledge it’s being consid- 
ered, H.P, That’s right. [Inaudible] type 
of thing— 

P, [Inaudible] say specifically that he 
discussed the budget proposal with 
Haldeman! Well I’ll be damned! 


No One Stopped Operation 


H.P. I think I have in those notes 
there that Dean came back to the White 
House after the meeting, told Haldeman 
about these proposals that were being 


discussed in the office of the Attorney . 


General, and said we ought not to be 
involved. And Haldeman agrees, but no- 
body stopped the operation. 

P. Dean says—H.P. [Inailible] told 
him so the only thing I’m saying [in- 
audible] : 

_ P. Should we do it — should we do 
it from the top? Well, I’m going to talk 
‘to Bill Rogers a little later — V’ll get 


his judgment about—on _ this—l[in-- 


audible] Haldeman. Dammit, I’m afraid 
that I don’t want Haldeman to go and 
then have to get [inaudible] and then 
have Ehrlichman go-and get caught. 
Get my point? That’s what I’m con- 
cerned about. I think they both—look if 
they’re going to go they both got to go, 
don’t they? They ought to go together? 

H.P. I think so, yes sir. Mainly be- 
cause I don’t know how that looks to 
you, but from the outside, they are al- 
most a team. P. That’s right. H.P. But 
to let one go and the allegations with 
the other being [inaudible]. The next 
day it might develop that [inaudible] 

P. Well [inaudible] my judgment on 
this after 1 talk to Rogers. ’t a very 
close call. The real question is to get— 
whether you let Magruder strike the 
blow and then they go. That’s the point. 

H.P. Great responsibility and I know 

. how— 

P. Oh, I'll move on it. H.P. Heavy it is. 

P. Oh, Yl move on it. I’m just trying 
to think about whether—before Ma- 
gruder strikes. 

H.P. I’m bothered, you know because 
this may be a terrible injustice to both 
of those men. 

P. I know that (inaudible) but my 
point is (inaudible) how it is (inaudible) 
whether they go before Magruder. Let 
me tell you — let me put it this way — I 
really am in a pretty poor positon to 
have them go before Dean goes. 

H.P. Well that’s correct—I agree with 
that. 
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P. Tcan’t anne:.uce Dean going today 
-——that wo1’.l jeopardize your prosecu- 
tion. Or can I announce it? I am very 
seriously thinking. 

H.P, You’re your own agent on that. 
As long as I can say— 

P. No—I'm gong to get his—I’m going 
fo get-——but you don’t want me to—you 
toid me earlier you don’t want me to 
make that public. 

H.P. I don’t want —want to be in a 
position to say to John Dean—John, I 
did not recommend that the President 
.ake your resignation. 

P, Fine. All right. 

H.P. As long as I cold say that 
Dean’s been here, he’s talked to you. 
It’s between the two of you. Your 
timing on that is okay with me. 

P. I see, Even announce Dean today? 
H.P. Yes sir. 

P. That wouldn’t jeopardize your pros- 
ecution? 

H.P. Well, we still have to bargain 
with him. But I don’t—I don’t see that— 
he’s trying to use that, but I don’t see 
that. As long as I can say, the prosecu- 
tion team can say, we did not recom- 
mend that. 

P. How is he trying to use it? You 
mean—you say that—I’m a little con- 
cerned about Dean’s or his lawyers— 
that he’s going to attack the President 
and so forth. Other than that, I mean 
Dean above all else— 

H.P. Well I don’t think the President 
personally—the Presidency as an office 
as the Administration. 

P. Because of? H.P.. Because of Ehrl- 
ichman and Haldeman. 

P. It’s Ehrlichman and Haldeman he’s 
really talking about? 

H.P. That may be his guts poker in 
the course of negotiations. That’s what 
they say. 32 

P. Try the Administration the Presi- 
dent, (inaudible) affairs, (inaudible) 
huh? 

H.P. That statement that’s made in the 
heat of argument. Charlie Shaffer, a 
very committed, emotional, able lawyer. 
Stand up and say, goddammit, I’m not 
going to plead him. If I have to do 
this, I'll do this in return. That’s the 
way he comes out. 

P. (Inaudible). 

H.P. All right you ask him about that 
point specifically, about reporting -to 
Haldeman on the— P. Yeah. H.P. on the 
budget proposal. ‘ 

P. Yeah—I will, § need to know 
that. Dean this morning told me some- 
thing I need to know (inaudible)—that 
he (inaudible) going to go testify to (in- 
audible). It seems to me the important 
thing that you should get your (inaudi- 
ble) him as soon as can. H.P. That’s 
right, 

P. But I guess you got problems 
there. You got to go to Ervin, you got to 
go to the Judge, and with Dean, you’ve 
got to make a deal with his—isn’t that 
what you feel you [inaudible]. You’ve 
got to give him something don’t you? 
HP. Weil. 

P. That's the problem you've got, [in- 
audible], Henry, [inaudible] him off with 
the offers. H.P. We can’t give him too 
much because it will impair his credi- 
bility. That’s another factor. 


P. [Inaudible]. Now—1I can get any—I 


need to know if any turther--I've got to 
keep on op of this thing, i* any further 
breaks occur. i1.P. Yes sir. 

P, And perhaps by tonight we will 
know whether Strachan did testify. H.P. 
Yes sir. 

P. I may cali you around say eight 
o’clock—how’s that? H.P. I would say 
not before eight. 

P. I'll call you at nine—how’s nine? 
H.P. Nine is fine. 

P. Nine will be fine. ; 

H.P. That'll give me a chance to get 
my kids off the phone. 

P. Yeah—nine o’clock. You [inaudible] 
Strachan and La Rue? H.P. Yes sir. 

P. They both (inaudible) testify to- 
day? H.P. Yes sir, (Inaudible) All right— 
thank you sir. 

P. Thank you. 
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The President, Ehrlichman 
and Ziegler, EOB Office 


P. Yeah—did you make any progress 
on that thing? How does it stand? Fine. 
E. I’d say that— 

P. Gray denies to Petersen that he 
ever got the bundle. Oh, he’s dumb. 
Well, Petersen tells me that’s he’s told 
Haldeman—I mean Ehrlichman. He was 
very (unintelligible) Mitchell (unintelli- 
gible) this, Petersen being honest. 

E. Dean informed Liddy that Hunt 
should leave the country. P. (Unintelli- 
gible) the idea that Dean, you know. 
But you warned him, didn’t you? E. Sure 
did. There (unintelligible) I was. P. You 
didn’t see it? 

E. No, didn’t know what was in it. 
Could have been shredded newspaper, 
as far as I know. So that, well it could 
be— P. Well, Dean will say— 

E. Dean will say what he put it in, 
I suppose. See, Dean arrived at my 
office with a Scotch-taped, sealed big 
envelope and handed it to Gray. What— 
I said, “Well,” 

P. There’s the contents of (unintelli- 
gible) safe? E. No. Dean had told me 
that before Gray got there, I think—I 
can’t be sure of this—but in any event 
I knew what it purported to be, 

P. Where—when was Gray told that 
it was not- really the Watergate? E. I 
don’t know. I don’t know. It may have 
been told him in my presence or not, 
I just— P. But, you think he was told? 
E. He says he was, and I don’t have 
any reason to doubt it, but I can’t 
swear that I heard that said. Ah—and 
ah—again, I can’t. P. (Unintelligible) 

E. Could say, you know, it may be 
that his story is I opened it and it was 
full of paper napkins or, you know, 
some damned thing. But if he says I 
was not in Ehrlichman’s office and I 
did not receive a big manila envelope 
from Dean, then I’m going to have to 
dispute that. (Unintelligible) there and 
then do that. — 

P. (Unintelligible) E. Yeah. P. Has he 
testified to that, John, or do you think—? 
E. He’s told the U.S. Attorney that: 
P. That what? E. That he gave him an 
envelope there that was the contents 
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of the Hunt safe. P. (Unintelligible) 
_ E. Dick Howard just got a subpoena 
from the grand jury. P. Yeah. 

E, The F.B.I. agent who called said, 
“Ym coming over to serve you with 
a subpoena from the grand jury, Mr. 
Howard. You may want to go and talk 
to Mr. Dean while I’m on my way 
over there in case you want to get 
any advice.” : 

P. Did he talk to Dean? E. No, for- 
tunately, he talked to Colson. Colson— 
I had told him that Dean was over the 
hill, cautioned him, and then he told 
me and said, “Boy, you got an outpost 
over there. Well, U.S. Attorney’s hav- 
ing the F.B.I. agents send everybody a 
subpoena—go talk to Dean.” P. Be- 
cause he was (unintelligible) the prac- 
tice, : ; 


End of Dean’s Counseling 


E. Well, I hope that’s what they 
thought, but more probably they’d like 
Dean to sit there and listen to every 
guy’s story and then call over and let 
them know what’s going on. 

P. (Unintelligible) Dean (unintelligi- 
ble) talk to (unintelligible) apparently 
he’s— E. I must caution you about 
that because it’s certainly improper for 
him to be counseling any of our people. 
P. I’ve got to talk to him. He’s got to 
quit counseling anybody right now. E. 
Let me finish this. - 

P. Oh, sure, John, Did: (unintelligible) 
tell you about the other (unintelligible) 
that he’s coming to ask you about it? 
I'm not asking you to make up any 
story, but I’m just simply saying, I 
just can’t—damned dumb Gray, Direc- 
tor of the F.B.I. in the position of 
having two White House people say 
he got an envelope and he doesn’t re- 
member it. I heard you talked to him. 
What did he say to you last night? 

E. He can’t say that. P. What did he 
say to you though? E. He said, I said— 
P. After (unintelligible). 2“ 

E. Dean say saying so and so, and 
he said he can’t say that. And I said, 


he already has. But he said, I destroyed 
it, Well, that’s it. You know, that’s pret- 


ty tough (unintelligible) if he doesn’t ~ 


now. (unintelligible) sure putting the 
best face on what they did to Strachan 
-over- there. Qustioned by the prosecu- 
tors. Despite considerable fencing, he re- 
fused to discuss the matter and was 
excused by the prosecutors. According 
to Strachan — then they — you mustn’t 
say anything to anybody about this be- 
cause I suppose he wasn’t supposed to 
call over here. P. Yeah, I don’t. 

E. He called to get advice. He said 
they really worked him over, said stuff 
as, “Listen, Strachan, you’re going to 
jail; think about your wife, think about 
your baby and how would you like to 
be disbarred, and —” 

P. I know. I know. E. You know, that 
kind of stuff. 

P. I knew they were going to work 
him over. He asked for a lawyer? E. No, 
they asked him to get a lawyer. They 
kept stressing it. They wanted him to 


get a lawyer and I think what they are ° 
doing is setting him up for (unintelli- 


gible). : 
P Well That sate John, something 
about ibe danimec notebooks—he said, 


113 


’ notebook. E. Yeah, I know. He’s saia’ 


that right along. P. And there were? 

E. Oh, I don’t know. I honestly don’t. 
Now, Kehrli and the Secret Service agents 
were there when that safe was opened | 
and (unintelligible), Never tried (unintel- | 
ligible) appointments after that, so they ' 
are still on this. P. That’s your only 
vulnerability, John. 

E. Deep six and the F.B.I. business 
and Liddy. Well, that’s interesting that 
Dean would take that remark and go 
out and act on it. P. Deep sixing? E. 
No, the Liddy deal. P. Told (unitelligi- 
ble). E. Hunt, yeah, that it came through 
Dean. P. But, apparently they didn’t | 
leave—in other words. E. Oh, No, no 

P. You were discussing it. F told, I 
tried to tell Petersen, ‘Well, look, I can 
imagine them having a discussion —” 
he said, “He ought to leave the coun- . 
try—maybe we ought to deep six it.” | 
E. Mmhuh, ; 

P. And you didn’t do any of those - 
things. At least I think that’s based on— 
Got any thoughts on this point? (Ziegler 
eners.) 

P, Who have you talked to? Z. Yes, 
sir. I talked to Moore. P. Yeah. Z: 
Chappie Rose. Both of them are against 
it. 


P. They’re against it?. All right. Be- 
cause of the reasons you mentioned? 
Z. Some of those. But Rose—their best 
lawyer is working on that—and—P. OK, 

Z. His concern. 

P. We just won’t try to get out in 
front. We got anything else you can 
say. Don’t say, don’t—we seem to, : 
we've gotten into enough trouble by 
saying nothing so we'll say nothing to- 
day. You know, actually, thank God we 
haven’t, thank God we haven’t had a 
Haldeman statement. Believe me. (Un- : 
intelligible) thank God we didn’t get’ 
out a Dean report. Right? Thank God. ; 
So, we’ve done a few: things right. | 
Don’t say anything. 

Z. (Unintelligible) made the point, 
looking at the statement, about com- 
ments and so forth that stampede. 


Understanding With Petersen 


P. Well, I (unintelligible). I’ve got 
an understanding, John, with Petersen, 
and he wants us to move first and a— 
but I said, “Well, not before Magruder 
pleads.” We’ve got to go out and—what 
I had in mind having to say quickly 
that—(unintelligible) statement. But in 
any event then, we’re going to have to 
wait for the Magruder thing. The point 
is you’ve got the whole record. I just 
don’t’ want to. . 

#. He wants to wait until Magruder 


talks? Is that it? Petersen? No, I mean 


the others who— 
' Z. Well, he didn’t get into any dis- 
cussion about Magruder - talking. No. 

E. What was his objection? 

Z. His point is that, what Rose’s 
point is, in the position of stampeding . 
on (unintelligible) how this has been 
(unintelligible) this. But this point, the 
President is too closely tied in as an 
investigator and too closely tied in to 
the Grand Jury proceeding itself. In 
other words, he (unintelligible) in his 
view of this is to have the first (un- 
intelligible) and suggests that the Pres- 
ident is (unintelligible). 


P. (Unintelligible). I don’t. Z. No, not 
affect. But the President is becoming 
as an investigator involved in knowl- 
edge and awareness of the Grand Jury 
proceedings. 

P. Oh, yeah. Yeah. Z. Which well 
could affect direction of those proceed- 
ings. He has contacted Petersen. 

P. Well, all the facts are going to 


- show just otherwise though when it 


comes out, but go ahead. But this (un- 
intelligible). Z. I think so. 

P. He didn’t. John, I asked about Ma- 
gruder today and they haven’t got the 
deal with him yet because Magruder’s 
attorneys insist on something with Er- 
vin and something with Sirica. Ma- 
gruder wants to go to the D.C. Jail 
(unnitelligible) in’ there. They haven't 
worked that out yet. I asked about the 
timing on Dean. They haven’t got a deal 
on him because—in fact his lawyers 
made an interesting comment. He said 
Dean shouldn’t do anything to upset 
the unmaking of Haldeman and Ehr- 
lichman and Mitchell, and if they don’t 
get immunity they’re going to try this 
Administration and the President. His 
lawyer, Schaffer. Petersen says that’s 
quite common. Everybody shouts to 
everybody. I’m getting (unintelligible) 
difficult (unintelligible). After all, the 
business of the—about the. Dean report, 
why end it that way? Dean will stick. 
to the position. John, you can see how 
he’s going to (unintelligible) Ehrlichman. 
You know, he did make some move- 
ment on his own in this thing. I’ve 


asked Dean a specific question. “Halde- 


man/Ehrlichman, did they know in ad-. 
vance?” He said, “No.” I said, “I’ve 
asked you again, I’ve asked you.” He 
told me that (unintelligible). Well Dean 
said after a second meeting over there 
he went over and saw Haldeman and 
said, “We oughtn’t to be in this. Halde- 
man said, I agree. I said, ‘‘Well what’s 
wrong with that.” He said, “Well, Hal- 
deman, by failing to act—” 

E. Yéah. That is true. 

P. Yeah. E. Dean states Haldeman 
agreed, but apparently no initiating of 
any instructions. 


P. Right. By failing to act. And then 


’ I said, “Well how could he act? He 


wasn’t in charge of the campaign and— 
(unintelligible) didn’t he have (unintel- 
ligible) approval?” “Why,” I said, “he 
certainly did not. He had no respon- 
sibility at all. The campaign was to-. 
tally out of the White House.” But I 
suppose what he meant by that, Halde- 
man should—should have called Mitch- 
ell and said, “Knock it off.’ Is that 
what they’re saying? Well, what does 
Haldeman say to that. sort of thing? 

E. That’s hard to get around, .under- 
stand, because Dean’s story, consistent- 
ly, has been that at every one of those. 
meetings, the plan was disapproved by 
Mitchell. 

P. Yeah. 

E. What’s there to get out of? 

P. By going to Haldeman— ; 

E. Dean came back and said, “Well, 
there was a proposal, and Mitchell dis- 
approved it.” 

P. You think he’s making that up? 
E. I don’t know. I—it doesn’t make 
sense, in the context of those meetings, 
that everybody agreed on, that at all 
those meetings Dean attended it ended 
in disapprova!. 


P. Yeah. Well, why did he go to 
Haldeman? E. So why? Yeah, Why is 
there a failure to act, when— P. Oh, 
he might—E. Everything is disap- 
proved? : 

P. Yes, but that is Dean’s problem, 
but— E. Well, the suspenders. .P. Huh? 
E. A guy says, I was thinking about 
going out— P. Yeah. E. and plugging a 
hole in your tire, but I decided not to. 


P. Yeah the point is, I think you’ve . 


got a very good point here. You say, 


“Well, look, what in the world is this? , 


If the damn thing was disapproved, 
why does Haldeman get blamed for not 


disapproving it?” E, Yeah. They need | 


two disapprovals in order to make it 
stick? 


P. What’s what I was going to say, 


but—- 


E, Well, I don’t know enough about ” 
it I guess. I’d sure like to see us come | 
out sometime, and I suppose it has to — 
be at a time that Magruder makes his ~ 


deal. 
‘Petersen On a Short Leash’ 


P. Well let me say, I’ll—TI’ve got 
Petersen on a short leash. E. O.K. P. 
Petersen or Dean. Keep that statement, 


regardless, and get this factual thing ~ 


that John has worked up for you. You 


get that. Z. I've had, I had that typed. - 
P. Fine. Because we’ve got to be ~ 


ready to go on that instantly. We may 


go it today. We will survive it, I don’t 
think it’s very— E. Not very appro- - 


priate news this morning. 

P. Yeah, and that’s it. They will get 
back to[unintelligible] I just think [un- 
intelligible] their staff. Z. [unintelligible] 

P. It’s obvious they will question him 
on this. 

E. That’s what matters though. The 
thing with the Ervin Committee, will, 
I don’t know. A statement of rules 
and the negotiations. 4 


P. Right. E. They adopted an awful - 


lot of my stuff. Their rule on tele-~ 


vision is a very odd one. And it says © 
“All still and motion picture photog-': 


raphy must be discontinued before the 
witness commences his testimony. Tel- 


evision, however, may continue under “ 
the standing rules of the committee’ 


during the testimony of the witness.” 
P. So it must—that means what? It’s 


livé? E. That’s my interpretation. Well-* ° 


no. Tape would be motion picture. P. 


Yeah, E. Why not? Z. That’s electronic. — 


See, the terminology is stills, motion 
picture or electronic. 


E, That isn’t the way they used it, « 
and so I’ve got a call in for Baker to ~ 


try and get a clarification. P. Right. 


E. Because it may be their intent that: : 
if the networks will go live, then let | 


them go, but if they tape, then they 
testimony. And, if that’s ° 


the interpretation, I think we ought to ~ 


go for it. 
P. Right. E. Don’t you? 


Z. At ten o’clock in the morning?’ -- 


Well, you know, just— 


E. If they run it at ten o’clock. Any- ¢ 
way, I’ll get an interpretation and Til - 


bé back to. you on it for instructions. 

‘Well, there isn’t much point in me 

going through the whole thing until— 
P. I think the Ervin Committee, who 


(unintelligible) a break in this (unintel- - 


-. won’t be any and that’s satisfactory to 
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ligible). Do you believe it would be at: 
all helpful to be forthcoming with Er- - 


vin then?. 


Z. Well as we mentioned before, I -* 


think you have to have caution with 
the Ervin Committee (unintelligible). 
Depends upon decisions. Whatever it is 
decided to check with (unintelligible) al- - 
ternative here (unintelligible) or it may 
be to our advantage to analyze— 
‘There’s Got to Be Action’ 

E. Well, my problem’s Howard Baker © 
goes to Russia tomorrow, so there’s got 
to be action—or he goes Wednesday, 


excuse. There’s got to be action to- ~ 


morrow. The Ervin Committee’s meet- ~ 
ing up there now. Timmons thinks the 
thing they are meeting about is that. - 


somebody has pulled the plug on Dash, °- 


that he was nearly disbarred in Phila- 
delphia—some unfortunate scandal — ~ 
something about— He’s been taken by ~ 


surprise again and he’s very unhappy = 


and he’s convened the Committee. The 
thing provides—well, they’re kind of 
cute about this too. You can have a 
hearing in Executive Session. The 
Committee rules at the witnesses’ re- ‘ 
quest for the purpose of determining 


scope, in effect, what, where the wit- tb 


ness should and should not testify. 
P. Oh, I see. Well, that’s good. , 
E. And that’s good, I think. Then ~ 
there’s a lot of stuff in there about— 


rules. Z. Yeah. 

E. You know it’s very—well, it is 
obvious that the negotiations were very 
worthwhile. We think the Committee 
has come up with fine set of ground 
rules that we can live with. We are 
going to fully cooperate and then, on 
the side, you can say, “See this execu- 
tive session provision.” : 

P. Well why don’t we—frankly, 
frankly (unintelligible) executive (un- 
intelligible). ; 

E. Maybe I ought to get them: and 
have them for you, so that you can talk 
to Rogers about them. 


Can Settle Ervin Committee 


P. Yeah. Later today you might just 
make your decision and go on that. We 
can settle the Ervin Committee. 

E. Well, then, Pll have to get Baker’s 


P. Well, why? E. To make our an- 
nouncement, because that’s the way 


. I have it set up with him. They’ve got 


a@ meeting tomorrow before we make ~ 


, any announcement. ‘ 


4 


ees, 


they do prevail in making closing state- 


ments. They will. ait 
P, What’s your advice, John? a! 
E. There’s very little left to argue 
about except the television, and we: 
could say we interpret this to mean « 
that unless the television is live, there - 


us. P. Yeah. 


them that way. P. All right. Fine. 


, 


* but— 


ae 


-, E, Now we might get the jump on a 


E. And then, let them come back and ;° 


say, “No, that isn’t what we mean. We 
mean it can be taped.” And then we'll 


1 


come back and say, “Well, that isn’t 
satisfactory.” By that time they're in: 


a recess. 


P. Right..E. And the thing would be 7 


hung up until they get’ back. 


; ment 


P, Yeah. And the other thing--we .- 


had to, you know, before it comes from 
the Ervin Commitiee. But I.don’t think: 


before it comes to the Ervin Committee ~ 


it’s going to amount to a damn in the 
next four weeks. 

Z. The overall— P. Yeah. Z. decision, 
but— 

P. Don’t you think at the present time 
we ought to be forthcoming here? 
Z. Yeah. I think— 

E. What you say, Ron, is that we 
intend to avail ourselves fully of the 
ground rule that permits the use of 
executive session and that undoubtedly 
the majority of the White House wit- 
nesses will be the subject of a request 
to the Ervin Committee for an execu- 
tive session. 

P, That’s right. Agree with that. 

E. Then, what we’ve done is gone to 


P. Do you want to make an announce- 
ment tonight? _ 

E. No, I thought that’s what you 
meant, if you were going to go with 


. the Ervin thing today. 


P. Oh. We’ll make it tomorrow then. 
E. OK, well then Ill have a chance 
to talk to Baker tonight. 

P. Baker, Baker will have left. He 
won’t be at the meeting tomorrow. 
E. Yes, he will. He won’t go—he doesn’t 
go until the next day. I misspoke. 

P, Fine. You'll make the announce- 
ment tomorrow. OK, Ron? Z. Yeah, 


P, Gives me time to think about it, 
that’s the point. Go ahead. What is it? 
Z. Well, I—if we make the announce- 
ment tomorrow, we could tie it into 
something. 

P. Yeah. We have a general an- 
nouncement. We want to (unintel- 
ligible) and -with Chappie Rose and 
those guys. Do they realize that I’ve 
got to make this general announce- 
before the Magruder thing 
comes up? j 

E. Well, does he fear the President 
will look like he’s interfering with the 
Grand Jury? 

Z. No, it’s a. quote. He said, to 
which he (unintelligible) much contact 


' with the Attorney General, the Assist- 


our high ground. P. Right. E. And let | 


them pull us off. 

Z. Of course, what really, is the 
Ervin Committee investigating? 

P. (unintelligible) 

E. They—it’s probably moot. It’s 
probably moot, but what we can say 
is we feel we can live with these ground 


/ him on that point. 


ant Attorney General—the - President 
being investigator. 

E. Well, bless his heart, those con- 
tacts are a matter of record. 

P. That’s right. I don’t agree with 
E. That point’s 
moot, you know. That was the Presi- 
dent’s only recourse. 

P. That was it. I wouldn’t worry 
about that (unintelligible). See, he’s 
thinking as a lawyer. They probably 
like to see the President (unintelligible) 
this damned thing. Z. No, I agree with 
that. E (unintelligible). Z. Well, Pm not 
arguing. Again, you see, can’t argue. 
I’m just passing this point to you. 

P. What would be your view about 
this kind of a statement? ‘You don’t 
want it tonight? 

E. I don’t want it tonight, but Id 
sure like to see you go full breast on 
it tomorrow. See, Wednesday is the 


energy message. 
P. Yeah. 


nesday with that. : 

P, Will they write and use it? 

E. I don't know, I mean we're hav- 
ing briefings and all that baloney. And 
so, if possible, it would be best to go 


either tomorrow or Thursday with this - 


and I prefer tomorrow. 

P. We'll see how they get along 
with their negotiations. I suppose 
they’re—E. Seems to me like they’re 
hard-nosing these negotiations. Dean 
doesn’t really give them all that much. 
He let me look at that piece of paper 
you’ve got there and then he said, 


“well, gee, did Hunt go out of the © 


country? No, Well, what else is 
there?” “Well, he says, “I don’t know 
about ,(unintelligible).” : 

P, Dean isn’t corroborating Mag- 


ruder in any way? E. Yes. 
P. That’s what it looks like. E. But 


can’t they get that out of him any-. 


way? You know, 
P, (Uninteiligible) 
‘Let’s Think About That’ 


FE. Weil, let’s think about that. If 
you were the prosecutor, what the 
hell do you care? You know, if you 
were Glanzer, you were sitting over 


there,— 
P. The White House threatened, the 


ident— 
ge what is, what is that he can 
say? You stop and figure. ; 

P. That he’s informed the President 
and the President didn’t act? He can’t 
say that can he? I don’t think, I’ve 
been asking for his damned report, you 
know. 

E. The fact that he put the chronology 
all together—he comes up with a hell 
of a lot of egg on his face. 

P. I think he blames—he would blame 
you and Haldeman. 

E. Well, he’s going to have a little 
trouble with that. P. Is he? Good. 
E. And I put together my log today. 


And I have seen him on the average 
of five times a month since the Water- 


gate breakin. See, Bruce Kehrli (unin- 
telligible) you know (unintelligible). ’'ve 
seen none of his memos routinely. I 
don’t supervise any of his work, so I 
think fe’s going to have a tough time 
making that stick. And some of those 
were.on your estate plan. 

P. Yeah. 

E. Some of them were on the Library. 
P. Good. E. Some of them were on the 
leak scandal. So,. he’s not seen me five 
times a month on Watergate. : 

P. Well, listen, ’'ve got to run. Let 
this go tonight. Fair enough? 

Z. Yes, sir. 

E. All right. 

Z. Did you want to meet Garment 
for five minutes before you see Rogers? 

P. No. I'll have to put that off. I’ve 
got Rogers (unintelligible) Garment’s 
views and—you don’t agree? 

E, I agree totally. It’s (unintelligible) 
for Garment is the reason, you see. 

‘P. No, tell him, tell him that I feel 
very personally, but I want to get a 
little—that I've had a long talk with 
the U.S., with Petersen. There is a rea- 
son. Give him a little bull and tell him 
(unintelligible) had a long talk. There 


E. And, we're going to 
be sort of saturating the press Wed- | 
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are reasons we can't say today, but 


there will be developments during the 
day. -Going to be public. Some things 
that I have in mind (unintelligible) piece 
of paper on that, and I'll see him before. 
Weil, is it going to be that much of a 
problem? You think I should see him? 
Maybe, you know, I don’t. Wait till I 
see Rogers. Tell him to stick around. 
Z. All right. : 

P. Tie it in with Rogers. Why don’t 
you do that? How’s that? 

Z. The only advantage of (unintelligi- 
ble) you have in your possession. 

P. Well no. The point is—well, go 
ahead. Z. Fifteen minute session (unin- 
telligible) and bounce that off of Rogers. 


‘A Full-Court Press’ 


P. I know what he’s going to do is— 
(unintelligible) I mean the—this is a 
full court press, isn’t it? 

Z. That’s right, so you don’t need to 
tell him. 

P. I know what the hell a full court 
press is. Z. I understand that. P. The 
thing you told me this morning. Z. Yes, 
sir. 

P. Well, I followed that already. He 
wants to go out and what? He wants 
Haldeman, Ehrlichman and Dean to re- 
Sign. Right? 

Z. Or just (unintelligible) You know, 
he has several variations (unintelligible) 
and letters. P. Yeah.. 

Z. Suggesting that 
they would step down. ; 

P, They would [unintelligible] and 
then they would, and I would accept 
that. However the case breaks? Z. Yes, 
sir. 

P. Do that today? Z. No, not today. 


You know, after the timing of the ~ 


decision. 


P. I'd prefer. Z. I think it’s—you have 
enough of that. 


P. I think T want it to be a little clear - 


in my mind with Rogers here. Z. No 
[unintelligible] 111 put him off. 

P. Tell him,. that, look, that I got it 
and I’m just in the middle of this thing 
and that I, I’m thinking along those 
lines. Just say that, and that I’ll, be- 


cause of the talk, I cannot act today. 


Just say that. I just finished this long 
meeting. Didn’t want to act,.I can’t act 
today, because it would frankly 
jeopardize the prosecution. Z. Right. 
OK. 


.P. And the right of the defendants. ° 


And that therefore, that I can’t, that 
I’ve been told that by the Assistant At- 
torney General. That I cannot do that 
today. It will jeopardize the prosecu- 
tion. [unintelligible] If the President 
[unintelligible] it will tip a lot of others 
off that they are working on at the 
present time, and that I had put the 
pressure on to get this so that I can be 
[unintelligible] And I have a in mind all 
of those options. Tell him that I have 
met with ali three of them today. The 
President met with all three of them 
and discussed this problem. 

Z. Well, you may not want to see 
him. 

P. Now be sure—Z. Be thinking about 
it. 

P. Sure. Ask him if— Z. Yes sir. 

P. Right [unintelligible]. Tell him I 
want to think about it; then, I’d like to 
talk to him. I want him to get his things 


[unintelligible] 


ll Sliape, 1 wat a iim recommenda- 
tion. Z. He apparently has a statement. 

P. Well, bring it in and I’d like to 
have that statement, if I could, by six 
o'clock tonight. You deliver it at six. 
Tll be with Rogers at six o’clock and 
I'd like to have that statement. Z. I'll 
bring: it in. 

P. Oh, no. Should I have it before I 

see Rogers, that statement? Tell him 
I’d like to have it, that I’ve just gotten 
tied up here. Tell him I’ve. been meeting 
with ; 
P. Petersen. I cannot act today, but 
T’ll be ready to do something quite soon. 
Z. Good. 

P. Don’t tell him about it. Z. No. 


April 16, 1973 
(4:07-4:35 P.M). 


Meeting: The President and 
Dean, EOB Office 


. P. Hi, John. D. Mr. President. P. Well, 
have you had a busy day? D. Yeah, I 
have been-—I spent most of the day on 
trying to put together a statement that 
I think you could come out—apparently 
some other people have done some work 
on—I haven’t been working with them. 
Presumably we are all kind of driving 
at the same point. I was working on a 
draft when you called. 

P. Listen, I’ve got to see Rogers in 
just a few minutes so let me have [un- 
intelligible} D. Well, I think — I was 
calling Dick Moore in on it, but Dick is 
working on it with these others. 

‘P. That’s good. What would be best? 
Rather than giving. it to me piecemeal, 
why don’t you put one together? D. It’s 
got a strong thrust which puts you-- 
P. [unintelligible] D. There is a tough 
question here—the degree of biting. the 
bullet right at this hour. Now there is 
one paragraph— 

P. There is a question of timing— 
D. It is a question of timing but it is 
also a question—I have one paragraph 
in here that says what you are doing 
as a result of what has come to your 
attention and some of the things that 
Petersen has told you. 

P. Uh, huh. D. And one of the points 
is that it provides that all members of 
the White House staff: will be called 
before the Grand Jury effective imme- 
diately. They will be on administrative 
leave until such time as the Grand Jury 
completes its work. Now here is the 


tough paragraph thus far: “In this con- 
nection, I have not spared my closest 
staff advisers and included in this action 
are H. R, Haldeman, Assistant to the 
President, John Ehrlichman, Assistant 
to the President, and John Dean, Coun- 
sel to the President.” Now you can do 
that or leave that out and let them 
guess who is on administrative leave. 

P. Anybody called before the Grand 
Jury? D. That’s right. That means that 
no man— 

P. You can bite the bullet on Dean, 
Haldeman, and Ehrlichman until then, 
huh? On the other hand, if [unintelli- 
gible] is lying—have you talked to [un- 
intelligible]. D. No, I haven't. 


P. I have a sensation that he is lying 
right now but the trouble with that is 
there might be some confusion. Peter- 
sen says, incidentally, on your letter— 
he thinks it is probably better to get a 
letter in hand and get the grievances 
out. I said, “Well, what do you think 
about it? 1 was considering your return- 
ing and I don’t want to do anything to 
jeopardize your rights. He feels (a) 
that he wants to clear it. But he is not 
recommending it— 


D. Uh, huh. 
P. He said — “Stand fast [unintelli- 
gible] However, public prosecution 


would not be harmful to an individual, 
you know, if we had the resignation in 
hand so we could act on it. [inaudible] 
other than let me say—let me see what 
you had in mind, D. I have a letter— 
P. I don’t care about the letter but I 


thought it was fair—fair to everybody. . 


[Inaudible] D. I wrote: “Dear Mr. Presi- 
dent: Inasmuch as you have informed 
me that John Ehrlichman and Bob 
Haldeman have verbally tendered their 
requests for immediate and indefinite 
leave of absence from the staff, I de- 
clare I wish also to confirm my similar 
request as having accepted a leave of 
absence from the staff.” Well, I think 
there is a problem— 

P. You don’t want to go if they stay— 
D. There is a problem for you of the 
scapegoat theory. P. You mean making 
use of it. D. That’s right. 

P. Like Magruder being the scapegoat 
for Mitchell? D. That’s right. You know, 
everybody is appearing before the 
Grand Jury. This does not impute guilt 
on anybody. i 


Responsible for Inquiry 
_ P. Let me put it this way I think 
rather [unintelligible] I could say that 
you, as Counsel—that you have been 
responsible for the investigation. We 
already have said that about this case 
haven't we? 

D, That’s right. The only man you 
are dealing with and the only role I have 
is to help fill in any information I can 
to deal with the Public Relations of the 
problem. You know— 

P, You can say it that way John. You 
can say the President sought your 
advice until it is cleared up. D. That’s 
right. 

P, [Unintelligible] I don’t know that 
the letter [inaudible] and that goes out 
ahead, frankly, of the Magruder-Mitchell 
hitch doesn’t it? D. That’s right. I wasn’t 
counting on that— 

P. We haven’t made a deal with 
Magruder’s lawyers yet. Magruder is 
turning from the Ervin Committee on 

‘ Judge Sirica—D. [Unintelligible]. 

P. I don’t want you to talk to any- 
body else, understand? Except for [un- 
intelligible]. D. I am not doing any 
investigative work or— 

P. Well, that’s right. [Unintelligible]. 
D. Well, I turned that off three weeks 
ago. 

P. Good. You haven't done any since 
three weeks ago? D. That’s right. 

P. You haven’t done any since March 
21st? D. Let me check back and see. 

D. Necessity of the overall problems 
of the White House. Looks like we both 
talked to them about that. 

P, Yes—yes ‘t does. Tell me what you 
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last talked with Haldeman about. 

D. That Bob would like Dean to be 
the first to testify. It is very painful for 
me. [Inaudible]. 

P. [Inaudible] One thing you should 
all finaudible]—Did Dean know? Did 
Haldeman know? Did Ehrlichman know? 
You may know. He said “Dean came 
over to Haldeman after that and told 
him about the plans for GEMSTONE.” 

P, [Unintelligible] says you’re right. 
His point being that actually Haldeman 
then did know. 

D. No sir, I disagree with that inter- 
pretation— 

P. I didn’t know, but if that was the 
case you see John then—I would have 


- to—Dean would have told me some- 


thing. 

D. No, because I -have always put it 
to. you exactly that, way because Bob 
has told me he didn’t know. Now I know 
I didn’t know but I feel— 


P. What about. this conversation? . 


[Inaudible]. If this had happened, wasn’t 
Bob responsible for telling me? 

D. I think what happened is probably 
this—everyone assumed that John 
Mitchell would never have approved 
anything like this. I told him I was not 
going to have further dealings with 
Liddy or anybody over there on this 
‘and I didn’t. I didn’t have the foggiest 
notion what they were doing. 

P. That’s what you told me, you 
know. [Inaudible]. 

_ D. Well, Bob tells me he did not 
know. Now I know the question is— 
the other thing is—I cannot, I couldn’t 
describe twenty minutes after the meet- 
ing what Liddy was presenting was the 
most spectacular sales pitch you have 
ever seen in codes and charts and [un- 
intelligible] operations. 

P. You mean Gemstone? 

D. Well, that is what I am told now 
later after the fact they called it. I told 
Bob, “They are talking about bugging. 
They are talking about kidnapping. They 
are talking about mugging squads, tak- 
ing people south of the border in San 
Diego, etc.” 

P. What did Bob say? D. He said, 
“Absolutely NO.” 

P. You will so testify? 

D, That is right—absolutely. I don’t 
know—I. assumed—Bob thas never told 
me anything to the contrary so I 
thought that nothing happened from the 
time of that meeting where he told me, 
‘Don’t do anything about it. You are 
to stay away from it. Don’t talk to Hunt 
and : Liddy.” I said to Liddy, “I am 
never going to talk to you about this 
again, Gordo.” So what I thought was 
that inaction was the result—of their 
not having produced something reason- 
able. Second, I don’t know— 


P. You didn’t get hold of Mitchell . 


on it did you? D. I don’t have the record 
on that— ‘ 

P. Magruder says that—but—T[inaudi- 
ble]. Then I see. Your statement is con- 
sistent with what you told me before. I 
wish you would tell [unintelligible] that 
Haldeman said, “Absolutely not.” 

D. That’s right. Bob and I have gone 
over that after the fact and he recalls 


my coming to the office and telling him . 


about this crazy scheme that was being 
cooked up. 


P. Do you want to go and get to- 
gether— 

D. I will work on this statement—they 
want to have something to [unintelligi- 
ble] that they are going to go before 
the Grand Jury. . 

P. Bill Rogers. We are going to have 
him available. Everyone needs help, 
None of us can really help another I ° 
really believe. 

D. That’s right. All I am trying to 
think is how we can get you out from 
under. 

P, That’s right. I tried to talk today 
about social issues, etcetera, and every- 
one is just interested in the Watergate 
Issue. My days are too short— 

D. Something about Magruder—they 
are going to take him to the courts. 

P. I know—he has agreed to fin- 
audible]. D. I can’t foresee what we 
would want to say about any investi- 
gation— 

P. “You see I make my own.” How 
about trying that? “Let the White 
House Staff [inaudible]” 


Problems for White House 


D. Unfortunately it doesn’t solve 
your problem. Mine bother me but [un- 
intelligible] Mitchell was making heavy 
comments that Liddy and Hunt will 
make heavier problems for the White 
House than he will. [unintelligible] 

D. Poor Bud Krogh is so miserable. 
Knowing what he knows— 

P. Need any help with him? D. There 
is no reason that he should be. The 
only evidence that they have [inaudi- 
ble] D. It just got forced on him. When 
I was first talking to him—‘Run these 


- guys through the grand jury—” To be 


very honest with you, I have talked 
about it around here before I got in 
to see for many, many months, Then I 
thought I could not let it interfere with 
my work anymore so I thought I might 
as well forget it. 


P. That’s right. That’s when you 


‘ came in to see me. Finally, that is 
: when I came in to see you and got 


some answers. 

D. Now, they have their full investi- 
gation going—with subpoena power, 
investigative power, etcetera. It is all 
like a set of dominoes if one goes they 
will all go. 

P. Secretaries, etc. D. I don’t know 
[unintelligible] They are going to han- 
dle Ehrlichman and Haldeman. There 
is a potential prima facie situation right 
now [inaudible] which thereby makes 
it necessary for you to make a judg- 
mnt that: those people should leave 
the staff. 

P. Make it necessary for me to re- 
lieve them from any duties at this state. 
D. That’s right. 

P. I don’t have to discuss it with 
him—but just say, “You are all out.” 
D. That is a tougher question because 


_ one that is putting you in the position 
. of being the judge of the entire facts 


before all the facts are in necessarily. 

P. That is really my problem in a 
nutshell. So those fellows say that— 
this fellow says that— D. Maybe that 
is the way this ought to be handled. 
You say, “I have heard information 
about allegations about [inaudible} some 
publicly and some have not become 


public yet. I am not in a position to” 
_ Judge because all the facts are not in. 
yet [inaudible] 

P. [Inaudible] But you agree, John, 
don’t you that the statement is fair to 
everybody? And frankly—[Balance in- © 
audible—door closes.] 


April 16, 1973 
(8:58-9:14 P.M.) © 


Telephone conversation: .. 
The President and Petersen 


| 
P. Mr. Petersen, please, Assistant At- | 
torney General. Henry Petersen. 

Opr. Oh, Henry Petersen. | 

P, Hello 

H.P. Yes, Mr. President. 

P. Did you get out with your kids? 

H.P. Sort of. We got together with 
them. 

P. That’s good. : 

H.P. They all just hollered, the Presi- | 
dent is calling, right at the nose at nine 
o'clock. ; 

P. Well, I wanted to get you in bed . 
earlier tonight than last night, and I 
want to get to bed too. Let me say 
first, I just want to know if there are 
any developments I should know about ; 
and, second, that of course, as you 
know, anything: you tell me, as I think 
I told you earlier, will not be passed on. 

H.P. I understand, Mr. President. 

P. Because I know the rules of the 
grand jury. 

H.P. Now—LaRue was in and he was 
rather pitiful. He came down with 
O’Brien and said -he didn’t want private | 
counsel at all. He just wanted to do | 
what he did. He told John Mitchell 
that it was “all over.” 

P. He said he had told John Mitchell | 
that? | 

H.P. Yes, He, LaRue, admits-to par- 
ticipating in the [unintelligible] and ob- 
struction of justice. He admits being 
present, as Dean says he was; at the | 

| 
| 


third meeting, budget meeting, but— 

P. Who was present at that meeting 
Henry? I. don’t know. H.P. He and 
Mitchell. P, He and Mitchell alone? H.P. 
And he says, ah — 

P. LaRue and Mitchell? I didn’t— 
that must be a meeting I seemed to have 
missed. Dean was not there at that 
meeting? ; 

H.P. Dean tells us about it. Now I 
am not quite certain whether Dean was 
present or not. That meeting was down 
in Florida. 

P. Oh, some—oh, I heard about a 
meeting, but I think you told me about 
that. ; . 

H.P. He is reluctant to say at this . 
point that Mitchell specifically author.» 
ized the budget for the electronic eaves- : 
dropping at that point. But I think he : 
is going to come around, He is just 
so fond of John Mitchell. He admits 
that it could not have been activated 
without Mitchell’s approval, however. 

P. Uh, huh: ‘ 

H.P. O’Brien, they didn’t get to. 
Strachan called back around five o’clock | 
and said he was having difficulty in! 
getting a lawyer. He.finally got a law-! 
yer. Colson’s law partner. P. Oh? Col- 


| sponge. P. I get it. 
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son’s law partner? H.P. The United 
States’ Attorney’s office took issue with 
this, and threatened to go to the judge 
on a conflict then he— 

P. Got another one? 


H.P. Got another lawyer. He’ll be 


- back tomorrow. 


P, All you got to today was LaRue? 

H.P. That’s right. Now, the other ad- 
ditional information from— . 

P. LaRue said he had told Mitchell 
that it was all over? ; 

H.P. Yes. P. When did he do that? 


HOP. Just recently. Today, yesterday or 


the day before. P. I see. 

H.P. You know, he had thrown in the 
H.P. We talked 
earlier today about Ehrlichman. Now a 
+ additional detail on that. P. Uh, 

uh. 

H.P, Liddy confessed to Dean on June 
19th—Dean then told Ehrlichman. 

P. Liddy confessed that he did the 


deal, or what? H.P. That he was present | 


in the Watergate. P. Uh, huh. 


Hunt to Get Out of Town’ 
‘H.P. Ah, then you also asked about 


‘ Colson. Colson and Dean were together 


with Ehrlichman when Ehrlichman ad- 
vised about Hunt to get out of town 
and thereafter— 

P. Colson was there? H.P. Colson 
was there so he is going to be in the 
grand jury. With respect to Halde- 
man, another matter. In connection with 
payments of money after— 

P. The fact. H.P. June 17th, Mitchell 
requested Dean to activate Kalmbach. 
Dean said he didn’t have that authority 
and he went to Haldeman. 

P. Uh, huh. H.P. Haldeman gave him 
the authority. . 

P. Uh, huh. H.P. He then got in touch 
with Kalmbach to arrange for money, 
the details of which we really don’t 
know as yet. : 

P. Right. H.P. So Kalmbach is also a 
grand jury witness to be called. And 
I think those are the only additional 
developments. 

P. Right. What is your situation with 
regard to negotiation with Dean and 
your negotiation with regard to testi- 
mony by Magruder? 

H.P. Well the trouble is— 

P. Trying to get the timing, you see, 
with regard to whatever I say. H.P. Ma- 
gruder’s lawyers are still waiting to get 
back to him. 

P. I see. H.P. They are very much 
concerned about Judge Sirica and they 
are not so much concerned about Ervin. 
Now their immediate concern is Sirica 


, and they want that ironed out first. 


P. What do they want ironed out, 
that— H.P. That he won’t go to jail 
before the rest of them. 

P. Oh, I see, if he confesses? H.P. 
That’s right. Thus, pending a meeting 
with Judge Sirica— ; 

P. Which you've got to have, I sup- 
pose? H.P. Titus knows him better than 
any of us. 3 

P. Sure. H.P. Probably Titus will han- 
dle that aspect of it. 

P. Uh, huh. H.P. But that’s got to 
be very delicately done. He is apt to 
bist us all publicly. 

P. Sirica? Right. H.P. We'll see and 
then we will take up the Senator Ervin 
issue. 


P. Doesnt seem to be the major is- 
sue, though. The main thing is Sirica, 
he is concerned about? H.P. Sure. 

P. Sure, because the Ervin thing 
will become moot in my opinion. H.P. 
Now the other concern we have on that 
issue is how to charge. 

P. How to charge? H.P. In terms of 
how we charge Magruder. In terms of 
the things we are concerned with, we 
don’t feel like we ought to put 
Haldeman and Ehrlichman in there as 
unindicted coconspirators at this point, 
but we are afraid not to. If we don’t 
and it gets out, you know, it is going 
to look like a big cover-up again. 

P. Hmph. H.P. So we are trying to 
wrestle our way through that, _ 

P, Whether you indict Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman along with the others, huh? 
H.P. Weill we would name them at this 
point only as unindicted coconspirators, 
but anybody who is named as an un- 
indicted coconspirator in that indict- 
ment is in all probability going to be’ 
indicted later on. 

P. So you have to make a deter- 
mination as to whether—H.P. Second- 
ary issue is of course is whether we 
are going to have enough corrobora- 
tion to make those statements, and— 

P. That statement would be made, as 
I understand it, as you were telling me, 
if— H.P. It would be made in open 
court. 


Open Court Problems 


P. It would be made in open court, 
and then you would make a state- 
ment with the others. You would name 
them at that time? 

H.P. Well, we wouldn’t do it in those 
terms. We would simply do it in terms 
of deeding the facts to the court. 

P. That would be done publicly. 
Would you name Mitchell then too? 
H.P. Well, we would have to. You see 
the problem is— P. That would all. be 
done in open court? 

H.P. That’s right. Once we do that, 
or even if we don’t, Sirica’s habit in 
court, and he certainly is going to do 
it in this case, is to interrogate the 
defendant himself. P. Right. H.P. And— 
P. The defendant who pleads guilty? 

H.P. That’s right. If he interrogates 
Magruder, that .brings out the Ehrlich- 
man/Haldeman facts and if we haven’t 
mentioned them or included them. in 
the conspiracy charge, then we are 
all going to have a black eye. P. I get 
your point. 

H.P. These are the things we are try- 
ing to work out. P. You’ve got quite 
a plate full. You probably won’t get it 
tomorrow then will you? H.P. I doubt 
it. I doubt it. 

P. Uh, huh. What about Dean—in his 
case you are still negotiating, huh? 
H.P. Well, we are still tying down facts 
with him and we want to get as much 
aS we can. 

P. And basically with him, the point 
is you’ve got to get enough facts to 
justify giving him immunity? Right? 


HP. Enough to make the decision, yes 


sir. P. Depends on how much he tells 
you, is that it? H.P. Right. And more 
than that, how much of it we can 
corroborate. 

P. If you can’t corroborate enough 
then he doesn’t get off, is that it? H.P. 
Well, if we can’t corroborate it, that’s 


right. We can’t very well immunize 
him and put him head to head against 
a witness who is going to beat him. 

P. I see. Well his people are playing 
it pretty tough with you then? H.P. Yes 
sir. P. I guess we’d do that too, I sup- 
pose. H.P. Indeed so. 

P. I prefer them to do that. Let me 
see if I get the facts? You will hear 
Strachan tomorrow, perhaps. H.P. We 
expect he will be in. He will come in 
with his lawyer again. 

P. My second point is that—let me 
see about the 19th—Dean says that— 
H.P. On the 19th. P. Yeah. H.P. Liddy 
confessed to Dean. P. Dean says that? 
H.P. Dean says that. P. Liddy confessed 
to him and that he told Ehrlichman? 
H.P, Right. He told Ehrlichman. 

P. Humph—that’s a new fact isn’t it? 
H.P. It’s at least—yes, sir, and that’s 
a terribly important fact I think be- 
cause there was no disclosure made 
by either one of them. 

P, Either Dean or Ehrlichman? H.P. 
Yes, sir. P. Humph. When did Dean say 


this? H.P. It got to me this evening. ' 


I am not quite sure when Dean said it. 
Silbert [unintelligible]. 

P, You see the point is, Dean didn’t 
tell me that. That is the thing that 
discourages me. 

H.P. Well, Mr. President, you have 
to remember that we are. debriefing 


him on what has transpired over the | 


last 18 months. 

P. I see. H.P. It is very difficult, you 
know, to get it all in. 

P, I know. I am not talking about 
you, but I am talking about what he 
didn’t tell me, you see. That’s a key 
fact that he should have told me, isn’t 
it? H.P. Yes. 

P. Uh, huh. Let’s see, the 19th, and 
on the Haldeman thing what did you 
have there again so I get that in my 
mind. 

H.P. Let me go batk over my notes. 
The principal thing that I wanted to 
point out to you on Haldeman is that 
Dean went to Haldeman to get authority 
to go to Kalmbach. 

P. Oh yes, yes, yes. That was it. 
‘When Mitchell told him to go to Halde- 
man. H.P. Mitchell told Dean simply 
to activate Kalmbach to handle the 
money. 

P. I see. -H.P. Dean then went to 
Haldeman to get authority to contact 
Kalmbach, Thereafter, Kalmbach took 
care of the money. Now—details on: 
the $350,000 which you indicated you 
knew about-— 


P. I knew about the fund. I don’t 


know how it all went— 

H.P. This is how it developed. It 
developed, as related to us, as money 
over which Haldeman exercised con- 
trol. That money was delivered to La- 
Rue to be used for payments, at least 
a portion of it. 

P. Some of it. Right. I think Halde- 
man would say that’s true. I think he 


would. I don’t know, but we’ll see. You -, 


should ask, I guess, Kalmbach. 
H.P. The point of it is that it went 


to LaRue instead of going to the Com- - 


mittee directly. P. Uh, huh. H. P. LaRue 
* apparently did not give a receipt and_ 
Haldeman had requested it. 

P. Uh, huh. I think LaRue was Ioose- . 
ly a member of the Finance Cammittee. . 
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I think that was the point Haldeman— 
I said, who did this money go to? He 
said, it went to LaRue who was a 
member of the committee or something 


like that or of Stans’: committee. I- 


don’t know what it is. Is that correct, 
or do you know that? 


H.P. I don’t know that. All I know. 


is that he worked for John Mitchell. 
I will check on that though. 
P. The money went to Mitchell? H.P. 


No, I say all I know is LaRue. worked | 


for Mitchell. 


P. Yeah. I think he worked on the 
Finance Committee, but I don’t know. 
You ought to check that out. HP. 1. 


will. 


P. O.K. the, The main thing I need,. 
of course,.is something—well, before,: 


wait you are not going to have any- 


thing tomorrow in Court so I don’t—: 
H.P. I don’t think so. P. Tomorrow you: 


just continue to develop the evidence.’ 


H.P. Yes, sir. € 


P. I think, therefore, ‘no statement: 
would be in order at the present time. 
We decided against one today. It just 


didn’t seem to be—thought it might—-~ 


I just had to make my own determi- 


nation. I thought it would jeopardize - 
possibly the prosecution, you know.~ 


Who knows? 


H.P. Probably would raise more ques- 


tions than it answered. 


Wait Until Break in Case 


P. That’s right. We don’t say any- 
thing until, like if there has been a big 
break im the case and everybody starts— 

H.P. I will tell you one thing, Mr.. 
President, that you ought to know. I 
had a call from [unintelligible] Ostrow 
of the L.A. TIMES, who is a decent 
man and a reasonably good acquain- 
tance. A reporter of character, if 


’ there are any, and he said that they had 


a report out of the White House that— 
let me use his words—that two or 
three people in the White House were 
going to be thrown to the wolves. He 
asked if there was anything to it, and 
I said there is not a damn thing I can 
tell you about it. I just can’t say any- 
thing about it one way or another. I 
don’t want to confirm it and I don’t 
want to deny it. 

P. So they will probably write a 
story on that, huh? H.P. I don’t know, 
but I'mention it only because it’s— 

P. It’s beginning to get out. Yeah. 
H.P. Beginning to percolate. 

P. It must have come from the. U.S. 
Attorney’s office you think? HP. I 
doubt it, because I have not told them 
—unless they. made their own conjec- 
ture. 

P. U.S. Attorney — but they were 
thinking in terms of the Haldeman/ 
Ehrlichman thing, and Dean, I suppose. 
H.P. I don’t know what he was think- 
ing about, and I don’t— 


P. Where does the Colson thing come 


in again? I want to get that one down, 
too. H.P. Where does who fit? 

P. Colson. H.P. Colson was present 
when Ehrlichman issued the order for 
Hunt to get out of the country. . 

P. I get it. Fine. O.K. So you will 
call him too? H.P. Yes sir 

P. Right, O.K. Well if anvthing comes 
up call me even if it is the middle of 
the night OK.? HP I will indeed. 


P. Thank you. H.P. All right Mr. 
President thank you. 


April 17, 1973 
(9:47-9:59 A.M.) 


Meeting: The President 


and Haldeman, Oval Office 


(Band Music) 
H. Yes, Sir. 
P. Oh, hello—sit down. I was think- 


‘ing that we probably ought to use 


John Connally more to try to hammer 
out what our strategy is here on 
Watergate. 

P. Rose, I am sorry I didn’t intend 
to push your button now. RmW. OK. 

P. Thank you, Rose, I will call you 
later, H. The only question there 
would be whether we ought to meet 
earlier on the basis that, well, we— 

P. I understand I can’t have the 
Italian for a while. I could meet at 
12:30. No, after that—J:€0 o’clock. 

H. The reason being, and the only 
reason, there is felt to be—and we 
may not want to react to it but we 
may—there is felt to be—Colson, for 
instance, called Ehrlichman this morn- 
ing and said that his sources around 
town, department sources and -every- 
thing, say that we’ve got one more 
day to act on our initiative. 
(Material unrelated to Presidential ac- 
tion deleted) 

H. And that all these breaks, this 
White House is all over town. P. So 
We may have to go today. H. And 
you have also seen or know the Los 
Angeles Times has the story. P. About 
(unintelligible) 
~ H, The White. House has got to 
move, and the thought is that if we 
Bre going to move today we probably 
Ought to meet earlier, so we are ready 
to move by three o’clock or 3:30 or 
something. ‘ 
~ P. Fine. OK. If you just get to- 
ether. I think we have to move to- 
day. H. Well, if we look like we have 
anything, we have to get out in front 
Some way. 

* P. Well you might have to give them 
the full report today the way it is 
Breaking so fast. Let me say that the 
problem you’ve got here—I had quite 
a long talk with Rogers, etc—of 
Tourse he was much more rational 
than Len. Len’s (unintelligible), On 
the other hand, you’ve got the prob- 
fem of you and John sort of being 
Hibbled to death over a period of time. 
H. Yep. , 
« P. And by not moving, having a 
Situation where, frankly, the chances 
cf your being—I mean of your being 
publicly attacked and also even the 
steam of the prosecution is greater. 
rou know what I mean. It is a curious 
thing, but I am afraid that is the way 
i@ operates. You know every day there 
i$. some damn little thing that some- 
body touts around with, you see, so 
averything can be explained and try to 
@efend and all that sort of thing. But 

-am not prepared to make that sug- 
gestion, but I want you to talk to! 

hn about it. H. Yeh. Ok. — 


cama} 


=P. Dean met with Liddy on June 
{5th, must have been when he did it. 
fe was in California in January but 
that is irrelevant. But they keep 
Banging around and banging around. 
The prosecution gets out the damn 
stuff. Did John talk with you about it? 
“H. Yeh, he mentioned it. Dean did 
tell us that story in . Ehrlichman’s 
effice last week or two weeks ago. 

’ P, But not to go all through this. H. I 
don't think so. P. Yeh, - 

H. I think I mentioned it to you. 
Remember I described the story to you 
in some detail (unintelligible) walked 
down 17th Street—P. This. was all 
after we had started our own investi- 
gation. H. Oh, yeah. 

P. I mean it wasn’t back then. It 
wouldn’t indicate that we knew about 
all this, etc. Another thing, if you could 
get John and yourself to sit down and 
do some hard thinking about what kind 
of strategy you are going to have with 
the money. You know what I mean. 
_H. Yeh. : : 

(Material unrelated to President’s 
actions deleted.) 

P. Look, you’ve got to call Kalmbach 
so I want to be sure. I want to try to 
find out what the hell he is going to 
say he told Kalmbach? What did Kalm- 
bach say he told him? Did he say they 
wanted this money for support or— 
H. I don’t know, John has been talking 
to Kalmbach. 

P. Well, be sure that Kalmbach is at 
least aware of this, that LaRue has 
talked very freely. He is a broken man: 
The other thing is that this destruction 
of the [unintelligible] things is trouble- . 
some, of course. John tells me, too, and 
basically the culprit is Pat Gray. Does 
Colson know about that? Is that why 
they are calling. Colson because Colson 
was in the room when it was handed 
to Gray? 

H. No, he wasn’t. Well, apparently 
he wasn’t. . 

P. He says he wasn’t? H. Colson 
thought, well there was a meeting be- 
fore that, whete they talked about the 
deep-sixing and all that supposedly. 

P. He was in that meeting? H. Which 
Colson. was supposed to have been in. 

P. Right, right, right. 
doesn’t remember being in it, but Col- 
son flatly says that there was never 
anything where he was where there was 

a discussion of Hunt getting out of the 

country. Kehrli says the same thing. He 


was supposed to be at the same meet- . 


ing. In fact, Ehrlichman has checked 
everyone who was at that meeting and 
nobody recalls that being said except 
Dean. And we now have the point that 
Dean is the one who called Liddy and 
told him to telephone Hunt to get out 
of the country and then called him 
later and said not to, 


P. I would like a policy. I think, Bob, | 
we have to think, I must say, we’ve got 


to. think about a positive move. I think 
it ought to be today. H. I agree. 

P. I think it should be at 3:00 today. 
We have already, I hope the story 
doesn't break today in— H. Even if it 
does you can get into cycle with it. 

P. Yeah. Well, I don’t want to be an- 
swering it. H. No. : ; 

P. That is the problem with this 
Italian here. | want a thing done today 


H. Colson, - 
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and you and John have got to think, 
frankly, in terms, let me say, not just 
in terms as a national group for the 
President and .all that—but also you 
have to think in terms of having this 
damn thing continue to be dragged up 
bit by bit and answers dragged out bit 
by bit, anyway, I suppose. But the point 
is that Dean’s incentive with ‘the U.S. 
Attorney, incentive with everybody else 
will be this and that, you get my point? 
H. Yep. 

' P. I am sure you and John can talk 
about it. You see what’s happened, the 
prosecutor has been pretty clever, They 
got Magruder. Well Magruder just 
caved, but it had to come. It had to 
come, Bob, It was going to come. H. 
Yes, I think so. I think it had to and 
should. 

P. That’s right, The other point is the 
other element. The question now that is 
coming as far as Dean is concerned. 
He basically is the one who surprises 
me and disappoints you to an extent 
because he is trying to save his neck 
and doing so easily. He.is not, to hear 
him tell it, when I have talked to him, 
he is not telling things that will, you 
know— 

H. That is not really true though. 
He is. 

P. I know, I know, I know. He tells 
me one thing and the other guy some- 
thing else. That is when I get mad. 
Dean is trying to tell enough to get 
immunity and that is frankly what it 
is Bob, . 

H. That is the real problem we’ve 
got. It had to break and it should break 
but what you’ve got is people within 
it, as you said right at the beginning, 
who said things and said them, too, 
exactly as Dean told them. The more 


you give them the better it will work 


‘out, 

P. I have to go. As a matter of fact, 
I am sure I will be ready by 1:00 o’clock. 
H. Ok. -. ; 


April 17, 1973 


(12:35-2:20 P.M.) 


Meeting: The President, 
Haldeman, Ehrlichman and 


Ziegler, Oval Office 


(Material not related to Presidential 
actions deleted) . 

P. Where did we come out? E. Well, 
we got two things, we got a press plan 
but it rests upon some decisions that 
you have to make on sort of an action 
plan. , 

P. Right, alright. E. And, I just fin- 
ished an hour with Colson who came 
over very concerned and said that he 
had to-see you. That the message he 
had for you that he had to and wanted 
to explain in length is why Dean had 
to be dealt with summarily. His partner 
has a tie in with the U.S. Attorney’s 
office and they seem to know what is 
going on there. Very simply put, I 
think his argument will be that the 
City of Washington, generally knows 
that Dean had little or no access to 
you, 


P. True, that’s quite right. Dean was 
just a messenger, E. That knowledge 


imputed to us is knowledge imputed 
to. you and if Dean is (unintelligible) 
and testified that he imputed great 
quantities of knowledge to us, and is 
allowed to get away with that, that, 
that will seriously impair the Presidency 
ultimately. ‘Cause it will be very easy 
to afgue—that all you have to do is 
tead Dean’s testimony—look at the pre- 
vious relationships—-and there she 
goes! So, he says the key to this is 
that. Dean should not get immunity. 
That what he wants to tell you. 


_ P. Well, he told me that, and I 
couldn’t agree more. E, Now he says 
you have total and complete control 
over whether Dean gets immunity 
through Petersen. Now that’s what he 
says. He said he would be glad to come 
in and tell you how to do it, why, and 
all that stuff. os 

P. I don’t want Colson to come in 
here. I feel uneasy about that, his ties 
and everything. I realize that Dean is 
the (unintelligible), Dean, of course, 


let's look at what he has, his (unin- 
telligible) and so forth about (unintel- 
ligible) go popping off about every 
thing else that is done in the govern- 
ment you know, the bugging of the— 


E. Well, the question is, I suppose 
is which way he is liable to do it most. 

P. First of all, if he gets immunity 
he’ll want to pay. just as little price 
as he can. E. Well, the price that—the 
quid-pro-quo for the immunity is to 
reach one through us to all of us. Col- 
son argues that if he is not given im 
munity, then he has even more ineen- 
tive to go light on his own malfactions 
and he will have to climb up and he 
will have to defend himself. 


-P. Now when he ‘talked to me I said, 
“Now I understand John. I understand 
the tactic of all three resigning.”. I 
said, “All offered to resign.” I told 
him that, you understand. I told him 
that you and John had offered to re- 
sign so he’s aware of that. ou 

H. Well, have they told him that the: 
price of his immunity is ‘that -if we 
resign they'll give him immunity? Do 
they feel that makes their case? Or, ° 
does he have to give them evidence? 

P. I don’t know. He’s going to have 
a tough time with that. E. Well; to go: 
on. My action plan would involve— — 

P, What would your plan be? “E. My 
action plan would involve your sus- 
pension or firing of Dean in the course. 
of a historical explanation of your re- 


-liance on the Dean Report—his appar- 


ent unreliability— 


P. But going out—you see the Gar- 
ment guy got him in today—Garment 
says it’s all going to come-out anyway 
(unintelligible) etc., etc., etc., with the: 
U.S. Attorneys. That’s what Petersen’s 
view is, of course. 


E. What’s that? The Garment deal? 


‘All Going to Come Out’ 


P. That it is all going to’come out, 
and Haldeman and Ehrlichman are go- 
ing to resign. He told me that on Sun-’ 
day. I asked him again yesterday. I 
said, “Now look it. That’s pretty 
damned flimsy.” He said, “Yes, I’m not 
talking about legal exposure. I’m just 
talking about the fact that as this stuff 
comes out they’re going to be eaten, 


but eaten alive. Mr. President, the 
clamour is going to be something you 
cannot stand.” I said, “Would it be 
better for them to get leave or some- 
thing?” And he said, “No, this is the 
Government. Rather to sit there and 
later as a result of this tid-bit and that 
tid-bit and so forth—he lied and I 
don’t lie and so forth. Haldeman 
against Dean and Haldeman against 
_Ehrlichman, Ehrlichman against Dean, 
‘who to hell is lying?’ He said, “Defi- 
nitely they'll say, (expletive removed), 
Mr. President, can’t you let these fel. 
las—” Now that’s my point. That’s 
what he said. 

E. I understand. 

P. That’s an argument to be made. 
He said that to Rogers last night and 
that, of course, is Garment’s argument. 
And I guess Rose, Chappie Rose agree 
with that, or whatever. My problem 
is, at the present time, I just don’t want 
to have to talk to éach of these side- 
line people individually, ‘cause I -don’t 
know. I think some—Garment came 
in and was talking about the (unin-. 
telligible) story in The Times, Petersen 
told me about it last night. He said’ 
(unintelligible) had called. And I said, 
“That must have leaked out of your: 
place.” He said. “No, it didn’t.” Could: 
it leaked out of here? 

E. Could it have been Garment? 

H. Could have been, but it isn’t at all, 
likely. It’s a Justice. 

P. But you see—what you say about 
Dean, I said to him (unintelligible). He 

_ supports the Garment plan. He’s talked 
to ‘Garment and Garment has talked 
_ to Dean. : 

E. Dean has talked to everybody in | 
this place. 

P. I told him not to talk to him any 
more. But you see Dean—let’s see, what 
the hell—what’s he got with regard to 
the: President? He came and talked to ; 
me, as you will recall, about the need | 
for $120,000 for clemencies— . 

E. You told me that the other day, | 
I didn’t know that before. H. But so 
what? P. What? H. So what? 

P, I said, what in the world John, I: 
mean, I said John you can’t (unintel- : 
ligible) on this short notice. What’s it 
cost (unintelligible) I sort of laughed © 
and said, “Well, I guess you could get 

at.” 


E. Now is he holding that over your . 


head? Saying— 

P. No, No, No, I don’t think Dean 
would go so far as to get intd any con- 
versation he had with the President— 
even Dean I don’t think. 

H. Well, he can’t—you have both ex- 
ecutive privilege in conversation with 
him. 

P. Let’s just call it executive privi- 
lege, but on the other hand you’ve got 
to figure that Dean could put out some- 
thing with somebody else. 

P. That's the only thing I can think 
of he’s told me but I’ve not got him in 
yet to ask about this thing about you— 
Liddy (unintelligible) 

E. Oh well, they'll be one of those a 
day. « 

P. Well, the point is can we survive 
it? E, Weli— 
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Pp, Can Haldeman and Ehrlichman 
survive it. The point that I—Let me say 
this. I know your (unintelligible) It’s a 
hell of a lot different that John Dean. 
I know that as far as you’re concerned, 
you'll go out and throw yourselves on 
a damned sword. I’m aware of that. 
I'm trying to think the thing through 
with that in mind, because, damn it, 
you're the two most valuable members 
on the staff. I know that. The prob- 
lem is, you’re the two most loyal and 
the two most honest. We don’t have 
to go into that. You know how I feel 
about that. It’s not bull—it’s the truth. 
The problem we got here is this. I do 
not want to be in a position where the 
damned public clamour makes, as it did 
with Eisenhower, with Adams, makes 
it necessary or calls—to have Bob come 
in one day and say, “Well Mr. Presi- 
dent, the public—blah blah blah—I’m 
going to leave.” Now that’s the real 
problem on this damned thing and I 
don’t think that kicking Dean out of 
here is going to do it. Understand, I'm 
not ruling out kicking him out. But I 
think you got to figure what to hell 
does Dean know. What kind of black- 
mail does he have? I don’t know what 
all he does— 

E. Let me make a suggestion. 

P. All right. 

Ehrlichman’s Suggestion 


FE. You've got Dean coming in to you 
saying, “I’ve talked to the U.S. Attorney 
and Ive told him a lot of things that 
I did wrong.” So you put him on leave. 
He isn’t charged with anything yet, but 
he’s said them to you. 

P. I asked him that and he said I'll 
go on leave along with Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman. 

E. Well, he’s not in any position to 
bargain with you on that. Now when 
the time comes that I’m charged with 
anything wrong— ' 

P. Well, John, you have been by & 
U.S. Attorney and by Petersen to me. 
Petersen is not charging you legal—~ 

E. That’s what I mean. See I under- 
stand the difference. You see Dean has 


broken the law on the face of his (unin- 


telligible) to you— 

P. Petersen has said to me, he says 
that there is—because of the evidence 
that has come in here—that Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman should (unintelligible) 
eel I'm faced with that damned hard- 
ship. 


(MATERIAL NOT RELATED TO 
PRESIDENTIAL ACTIONS DELETED) 


P. Hmmm. Say you get there. So 
you don’t get immunity. Colson thinks 
it’s in order not to give immunity, huh? 
E, Right. 

P, And tell him. Then he would say, 
“Well, what are you going to do about 
Haldeman and Ehrlichman?” 

E. What you have to say is nobody— 

H. He doesn’t have to say that. 

P. Yes, he does. 

E. What you have to say is nobody 
in this White House— 

P. Dean isn’t going to say it. I mean 
—Petersen—Petersen’s the guy that can 
give immunity. 

H. Well, tell him not to give us im- 
munity either. 


P. (unintelligible) that’s a problem. 
Now, come on! H. Well, see, it’s none 


of his business whether you suspend . 


us or not. That’s your decision. 

P. I know it is. The point is—let me 
put it candidly. If I do not suspend you, 
he will probably give him immunity. 
That’s the problem (unintelligible) un- 
bearable, Jf you do take a leave, I think 
he will—it’s possible—well, it’s possible 
that he would (unintelligible) even if 
you do leave—that he would (unintel- 

ligible) I agree. But Dean is the guy that 
he’s got to use for the purpose of mak- 
ing the case. : 

‘HL Yes, but, even Ehrlichman, which 
he already admits he doesn’t have a case 
on (unintelligible) significance. 

P. Well, he says legally, yes, he does. 
In the case of Haldeman, it'll discuss— 
the Strachan things have—determine a 
lot to do with what Strachan says and 
what Kalmbach says—the 350 thing 
and that sort of thing. H. Kalmbach has 
no relation to me on that. E. That ah— 

P. Have you thought when you say 
before it gets to (unintelligible) thing 
out of the way. Have you given any 
thought to what the line ought.to be— 
1 don’t mean a lie—but a line, on raising 
the money for these defendants? Be- 
cause both of you were aware of what 
was going on you see—the raising of 
the money—you were aware of it, 
right? E. Yes, sir. 

P. And you were aware—You see, 
you can’t go in and say I didn’t know 
what in hell he wanted the $250 for. 
H. No-I’ve given a great deal of thought 
(unintelligible) 

P. Well I wonder. I’m not—look— 
I’m concerned about the legal thing, 
Bob, and so forth. You say that our 
purpose was to keep them from talking 
to the press. 

E. Well, that was my purpose—and 
before I get too far out on that, ah, 1 
want to talk to an attorney and find out 
what the law is— which I have not yet 
done. : 

P. Right! H. That’s just what I want 
to do too. This is only a draft. 

P. Right. Good. The only point is I, 
I think it is not only that but you see 
that involves all our people. That’s 
what I feel—it involves Kalmbach— 
E. Well. 

P. And what to hell Kalmbach was 
told. E. Well, Mr. President, when the 
truth and fact of this is known, that 
building next door is full people who 
knew that money was being raised for 
these people. 

P. E.0.B.? E. Yes, sir, just full of 
them. 

P. Many who know, but there were 
not so many actors. In other words, 
there’s a difference between actors and 
noticees. E. O.K. Well, apparently not, 
because I’m not a actor, ah— 

H. The question there is testimony, I 
suppose. 

P. I’m not trying to make any case— 
E. No, but— 

P. I’m not stating a case. E. No, but 
I want you to think very critically 
about the difference here between 
knowledge of the general transactions 


- going on, on the one hand, and being 


an affirmative actor on the other, be- 
cause that’s the difference between Dean 
and me. Now on this business on 
whether Dean should have immunity, 
I think you have to ask yourself really, 
the basic question, whether anybody in 
the White House who does wrong, ought 
to get immunity, no matter how many 
other people he implicates. 

P. Strachan included? E. Anybody— 
anybody. I just question whether in the 
orderly administration of justice, it looks 
right for anybody in the White House 
to get immunity. 

P. I could call Petersen in (unintel- 
ligible) basic (unintelligible) public state- 
ment out at 3:00 p.m. is that right? 
H. Weil, yes—but you don’t have to. 


P. Well Garment says we have to. : 


H. Well, yes, but isn’t that what 
Garment said yesterday, the day before, 
and the week before that? Garment 
(unintelligible)— : 

P. Well, understand, I’m not panick- 
ing myself but they tell me there seems 
to be a considerable feeling that a— 


E. Weill, I agree with you. P. (unintel- - 


ligible) LaRue’s been called, Strachan’s 
been called, Dean might put up a story 
of the times. You never know. We 
don’t need a Haldeman/Ehrlichman. 


Warning on Dean 


E. Yea, but you see it’s typical Dean 
position. If Dean is treated different 
from us, he will go out and say he’s 
a scapegoat for higher-ups. A 

H. That figures ’cause he knows Os- 
trow and Ostrow is the guy that covers 
Justice. 

P. I see and Petersen told me that. 
He told about conversations with that 
the wife of (unintelligible) apparently 
sat at some table with (unintelligible) 
libber they addressed, and the top guy, 
Rosenblatt or something like that, at 
the Post was talking to somebody else 
of the staff. “The Press is going to get 
out in front—we’ve got a hell of a lot 
more—we've just held it back.” They 
might be bluffing—I would doubt that 
they are at this point. 

H. I would think they probably have 
more, but I would guess what they 
have more of is in the committee. I 
don’t think they got much more in the 
White House, unless, I don’t know what 


it could be unless they got Colson . 


stuff—that. would be the only. area. 
P. (unintelligible). 

H. Yeah, That's the only area where 
you have any jeopardy in the White 
House. 

P. Let me say with regard to Colson 
—and you can say that I’m way ahead 
of them on that—I’ve got the message 
on that and-that he feels that Dean— 
but believe me I’ve been thinking about 
that all day yesterday—whether Dean 
should be given immunity, The point 
is—I don’t know that it can happen, 
but I can call Petersen in and say he 
cannot be given immunity, but nobody 
on. the White House staff can be given 
immunity. And I—whether he’ll carry 
that order out—that’s going to be an 
indicator that that’s Dean and (unintel- 
ligible). And then what do I say about 
Dean, Do I tell him that he goes? 


E. Well, you see, the thing that 
precipitated Colson’s coming over is 


aad 


that he found the Deen was sii!l here. 
You see, Dick .iov .rd called Chuck 
and went through that business of the 
F.B.I. men sending him into the arms 
of Dean. So, Colson called and says 
you've got an ass at your bosom over 
there, and so, today he checked again, 
apparently with Howard, and discov- 
ered that Dean was still here and he 
called and said, “I’ve got to see you.” 
He came in and he says, “You guys are 
just out-of-your-minds,’ and said he 
wanted to see the President. He was 
fit to be tied about it. 

P. Colson was? E. Yes, because he 
thinks— 

P. But you see if I say, “Dean, you 
leave today,” he’d go out and say, 
“Well the President’s covering up for 
Ehrlichman and Haldeman” all right. 
There you are. Because he knows what 
I know. That’s what he would say. I 
tried to put—I mean—lI’m trying to 
look and see—John—what to hell we 
are really up against. First it was Liddy 
(unintelligible) scapegoat, now John 
Dean. is. 

H. Well, the answer to that is that if 
he said it publicly, the President is not 
covering up for anybody, and will not 
tolerate— ‘ 

P. The way he’s put it to me, Bob, 
very cute, as I hare said, “Son of a gun 
(unintelligible) in view of what you 
have told me, if Haldeman and Ehrlich- 
man are willing to resign, and so forth, 
I too, will resign.” In other words, he 
basically put the shoe on the other— 
which of course is what led me to 
the conclusion that that’s exactly what 
his attorney told him to do. If he can 
get Haldeman and Ehrlichman, that 
some way gets him (unintelligible) that’s 
what you have here. 

E. Yeah, because then that will be 
argued back to the U.S. Attorney, “Well 
you see, the President thought enough 
of Dean’s charges to let these guys go.” 

P. I was trying to indicate to him 


- that both of you had indicated a will- 


ingness to—in the event — that — you 
know what I mean. 

‘ E. And here’s a guy that comes in 
and in effect, confesses to you the 
commission of crimes. P. And charges 
you. E. And charges us, that’s right. 

P. That’s right. And I said, “Now 
wait—these charges are not—” and you 
see he also has an alibi in the US. 
Attorney— E. Small wonders. 

P. He’s asked (inaudible) Attorney 
General that the President should act~— 
E. Well, you see my point and— P. 
Yeah. E. And you’d have to obviously, 
call us when— P. Go ahead. Go ahead 
on the action— 

_ E. Well, it would involve the sus- 
pension because it would involve a re- 
counting of how you happened to get 
into the personal investigation of this 
by reason of Dean’s being unable to 
reduce his full report to writing for 
you. And that that rang a bell, and 
you personally turned to and have 


‘ spent a great deal of your time in the 


last several weeks on’ this—and have 
seen dramatic progress in the grand 
jury in the last several days. That 
would be Step 1. Now in addition to 
that you would say the Ervin commit- 


‘ tee has come up with a good set of 


ground rules which do provide us with— 

P. Well, did you work that out? 
E. Well, you’d say this. I think you'll 
find that they are going to go on tele- 
vision under oath, pretty much re- 
gardless, but, the ground rules give 
you a toe hold. They do provide for 
executive session. 

P. Is executive session considered 
executive privilege? E. And they will 
consider— 

P. And otherwise they will go into 
open hearings. E. Yes, but there again 
executive privilege is reserved. 

P. Executive privilege is reserved, 
fine. H. At this point, the way we’re in 
the soup now, we can lose nothing by 
going. P. That’s right. H. I think we 
may gain. 

P. That’s right, I couldn’t agree more. 
So if you can prepare me with at 
least that much, I’ll agree. That I can 
say that today. H. Well, that’s a hell 
of a bomb shelter right there. P. Yes, 
it is. But, let’s got on with the rest of 
it. E. That’s it. That’s all I have for 
today. But it gets you into the case— 
it’s you leading it. It notices the prog- 
ress and the grand jury as related to 
your efforts and it doesn’t say what 
they are. 


P. Well, the point is though the story 
today is that John Dean is suspended, 
but—and then John Dean is going to 
be out there plastering—out saying the 
President has indicated that Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman too might go. 

H. Let me suggest a different proc- 
ess, which is that you don’t suspend 
John Dean, but that you instruct John 
Dean that he is not to come to work 
any more. He is in effect suspended, 
but not publicly suspended. 


P. He’ll say, “What about Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman?” 

H. I would suggest to you that 
you do the same with us. And I was 
going to suggest, I was going to re- 
quest that action. For this reason—I’ve 
got to speak for myself. John’s got to 
speak for himself. I have now concluded 
that my course is that I must put out 
my story. I must put it out in total 
and in my words, before I go to the— 
I don’t know about the grand jury—be- 
fore I~ 

P. Before you go to the Senate com- 
mittee? H. go to the Senate committee. 
I’m going to have to put it out there 
anyway. 

P. I don’t think you’re ever going to 
get to the Senate committee. I don’t 
think the committee hearings will ever 
go forward. 


H. I do. I don’t think there is any 
chance of them not going forward. You 
think because of legal case (unintelli- 
gible) O.K. Great if they don’t. Then - 
maybe I never tell my story. But my 
view is that at some point in time I’m 
going to have to tell it. 

P. But you—the way—I would re- 
serve, Bob, the right to tell that story 
until you felt you did have to go to 
the committee hearings. See what I 
mean? Or,’ unless you got to a point 
where you were nibbled to death. 

H. That’s right. Or until a partial 
charge comes up. For instance, if the 
grand jury leaks or the ae people 
leak the Strachan stuff, then that 
forces my hand. 


P, John? E. Well, subject to attor- 
ney’s advice. 


H. That’s what I was going to say. 
I will not make this statement until I 
have worked it out. 


P. Bill said he just couldn’t remember. 
‘My Interest Is Served’ 


H. Well, we’ve got some leads. We’re 
going to start on today, so we've got 
that, but my interest is served and I 
will also argue that the better off I 
come out of this, the better off you 
come out of it—vis-a-vis me. In other 
‘words, anything I do in my interest is 
to your interest. 

P. Let me ask you this, John. E. 
What’s that? 

P. You said that you ought not to 
come for awhile. On what basis? I mean, 
we do this on an oral basis. 

H. What I’m doing now is request- 
ing you, on an oral basis— P. Yeah. 
H. to not expect me to carry out any 
duties for awhile because (inaudible) 
perfect this and get it ready— 

P. Where would you do it, at home 
or in the office here? 

H. I can do it wherever you want 
me to. I thiink I ought to do jt in the, 
office, but— P. Alright. 

E If Dean says, ceWhat about Halde- 
man and Ehrlichman?” you say, “John, , 
I’m talking to you about you. Now 
T'll take care of them my own way. 
I’m not going to have you bargaining 
with me.” ; 

H. I don’t think the President can 
be in the position of making a deal 
with John Dean on anything. 

E. Yeah. “I'll go if they go.” ‘Sup-— 
posing I said, “I won’t go unless Henry 
Kissinger goes!” Yeah, it’s ridiculous. 
Let me speak to this. I have pretty 
much unplugged myself of my day-to- | 
day stuff, because with this kind of 
stuff going on you just can’t think about 
anyenne else. 

. O. course, it’s been a little hard | 
be ‘me to also. 

E. Sure. Now, I have a need to get. 
into all kinds of records and my date 
books and these are volumes and vol- 
umes of correspondence and stuff. If I 
couldn’t come into the office, I prob- 
ably couldn’t prepare a defense. 

P. What about Dean coming in? Why 
not him? (unintelligible) I think I’ve 
told Dean he’s to have nothing more 
to do with this case. 

E. Well; he’s sure not following out: 
your orders, if that’s the case. 

P. You see what I mean. ; 

E. Now, you'd have another problem, ' 
and I don’t know what’s been going : 
on in the last week or so, but I imag- | 
ine he’s carted stuff out of here by 
the bale. I just don’t know. : 

H. You dont’ know that. ; 

E. I certainly— 

H. If you suspend him or tell him to. 
deave in any way, you also move in to” 
take care of his files. 

P, Could I say this, “John, both Hal- 
deman and Ehrlichman have both re-: 
quested the opportunity to be relieved 
of their duties—I mean their main du- 
ties, so that they can concentrate on 
this matter to prepare for their appear- 
ance before the grand jury.” Could I 
say that? E. Sure, well— P. Wait. H. The 
trap you're falling into there is that 
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you’re admitting to Dean that you re- 
gard the allegations that he has raised 


| 


against us as of the same validity of ' 


his own criminal 
E. If that’s the case then maybe that’s 
what you should say. 


admission to you. ° 


P. No, no, no, there are two differ- £ 


ent levels. 
2 ‘Lot of Silly Garbage’ 


E. Then that’s the way it ought to | 


be put. He brought in a lot of silly — 


garbage about me which doesn’t add up 
to a nickel’s worth of a law suit. Ah, 
he’s come in and told you that he’s 


been involved in-all kinds of stuff. It : 


seems to be a very different qualita- 
tive problem. Here again, I hate to ar- 
gue my case—it’s very awkward. 

P. You should argue, John. I wonder 
if whether or not I trapped myself 
(unintelligible) about this business when 
I .said, “Look, John,” I said, “both 
Haldeman and Ehrlichman have offered 
to resign.” 

E. Well, I offered to resign at your 
total and sole discretion. You don’t 
have to have a reason— 

P. (expletive removed) (unintelligible) 
Then I said—E. Well— 

P. Wait a minute. Wait a minute. 
Then Petersen sald, he said, ‘‘We’ve got 
to have corroborative testimony.” So 
you see what I mean? E. Yeah. 

P. Before we could get—Let me put 
it this way. He realizes that before he 
could try to give Dean immunity he’s 
got to have corroborative testimony on 
the value of Dean’s evidence. That’s 
what he’s trying to get at the present 
time. That’s why he was calling Strach- 
an, Colson, Kalmbach, et al. The purpose 
of it being, John, to. get. corroborative 
evidence that would say, well, Dean’s 


evidence is so valuable as far as other . 


people are concerned, that we can 
therefore give him immunity. Now. ’m 
not a criminal lawyer, but does that 
make any sense? 


E. I don’t know. 


P. But you see what his tactic. is? 


E. I put it—I don’t know what the 
previous commitment to him is,: but 


he’s not being fired, he’s not being 
suspended, he’s being directed to “ 
away from the office. 


P. I might put it that since you. sare 


‘talking to a U.S. attorney. If I could 


put it that way to him I might be able 


E. Now there’s another matter. If this 
is awkward for you, the best thing you 
should do is get rid of me, you know, 
once and for all. P. Yep. E. But if it is 
anything short of that — P. Yeah. E. 
Then it seems to be that you have to 
take into account qualitative differ- 
ences. 


P. Yep. E. And if you don’t want to 
make a formal suspension, then the 
thing to say is, “I‘want you to stay 
away from the “office. Just don’t come 
around, because I know everything that 
happens in this building is being fun- 
neled directly to the U.S. Attorney 
through you, or I have reason to think 
that, and I cannot have that situation.” 
Now that’s the way—Yeah. 

P. So he isn’t going to do it simply 
on the basis. He isn’t giving Dean im- 
munity simply on the basis of what 
Dean has already said. 


_ E. I understand. Ah, my fear here 
is— 

P. Dean getting immunity?. E. Dean 
getting immunity, or anybody in the 
White House getting immunity, it is in 
itself treatable as a cover-up. And ob- 
viously is we are put in a Position, of 
defending ourselves, the things that I 
am going to have to say about Déan 
are: that basically that Dean was-the 
sole proprietor of this project, that he 
reported to the President, he i tio 
to me only incidentally. 

P. Reported to the President? E. Yes 
sir, in other words—P. When? E. Well, 
I don’t know when, but the point is— 

P. You see the problem you've got 
there is that Dean does have a point 
there which you’ve got to realize,’ He 
didn’t see me when he came out ‘to 
California. He didn’t see me until the 
day you said, “I think you ought to talk 
to John Dean.” I think that. wage in 


March. 


E. All right, But, but the point i is that 


. basically he was in charge of ‘this 


to make some hay. Bring the U.S. .at- .' 


torney in. And I'll say don’t give him . 


immunity. E. From a ela policy 
standpoint. 


P. Yeah, (unintelligible).-And I'll tell 
you what Petersen did tell me. He did 
say this much. I said, 
Dean?” and he said, “Well, we haven’t 
made a deal with him yet.” I think I 
told you about this— E. Yep. 

P. I said, “Why do you have. to 
make a deal?” And he says, “Well, he 
wants to make a deal.” And I said, 
“What do you mean let him off?” He 
said, “Well, that’s what you do, Mr. 
President. ” I said, “Weil,” I said, 

“you're sort of (unintelligible).” We've 
had some real good talks. I men- 
tioned this to Rogers. Roger's just shook 
his head and said “That’s right.” And 
I said, “They have both said that.” 


“What about | 


And I said “I will certainly have it un- - 


der consideration.” 


project. 

P. He’ll say he reports to the Presi- 
dent through other people. 

E. Well, O.K. Then you see what 
you’ve got there is an imputation..He 
says then—as that kind of a foundation 
—"I told Ehrlichman that Liddy did it.” 
What he is saying is that, “I told*the 
President through Ehrlichman that any, 
did it.” 

H. Which means that it was perfectly 
acknowledged as far as Ehrlichman was 
concerned and there was nothing that 
you were required to do about it ow 
way. 

E. That’s right. But you see I get into 
a very funny defensive position then 
vis-a-vis you and vis-a-vis him, and.it’s 
very damned awkward. And I haven’t 
thought it clear through. I don’t know 
where we come out. : 

P. Yeah. You see Dean’s little game 
here [unintelligible]. One of the reasons 
this staff is so damned good. Of course 
he didn’t report to me. I was a Tittle 
busy, and all of you said, “let’s-Jet 
Dean handle that and keep him out: of 
the President’s office.” And maybe you 
didn’t want him in there for other rea- 
sons too. But he did. ; eo 


Ziegler Talked to Him 
E. Well, the case I'm going to make— 


P. Well, of course, he would then say 
who the hell did he report to? 

E. Well, in many cases, to no one, 
He just went ahead and did things. 

P. The other point is that they'll say 
[unintelligible] the first time he reported 
to the President— 

E. Well statistically, it’s interesting. 
I’m now far enough in my records for 
last year. we 

P. You probably had five meetings a 
month, , 

¥. Less than that. Matched against 
that, all the other things I was doing— 
substantive things—and Dean becomes 
practically the least of my worries. | 

P. How about you. Bob? H. I haven’t 
any idea. I don’t have a log. Unless 
Dean does. ? 

P. The only thing he doesn’t have is 
the fact that should have come in to see 
me. Ziegler talked to him, I guess and'so 
forth and so on. E. Moore—frequently. 

P. Moore—all right—Moore [unintel- 
ligible] but I haven’t talked to Moore 
either, have I? 

E. Well, I think, I’ve got to think this 
through. I just don’t know where that 
leads. 

P, [Unintelligible] White House staff, 


John Dean, John Dean’s highly sensitive 
information [unintelligible]. Well, damn 
it, John Dean’s highly sensitive informa- 
“tion was on only one count. Believe me 
“guys we all know—Well—the [unintel- 
Hgible] stuff regarding Bob. Strachan 
has got to be worked out. I don’t know 
“tow that’s going to work out. Bob, did 
Strachan have a—the plan? What he 
‘gays about whether he did have a plan— 
-whether he did show it to you—remains 
“to be seen. 
.: H. He apparently said he did not. 
«cP. All right. The other point is 
Whether Strachan got information now 
that is the stuff that is clearly identifia- 
_ble according to Petersen as being tele- 
‘phone taps. Strachan will probably say 
“ho it was not.—And so, that’s that. 
_ _H. The discrepancy between Strachan 
“and Magruder is because what Strachan 
“got that could have been from that it 
turns out, was not. It was something 
“else. When they get that, they'll get an 
interesting new problem, because 
Strachan would say it was Operation 
GEMSTONE, not Operation SEDAN 
CHAIR—and GEMSTONE wasn’t Water- 


gate so that will uncover that there was 


something else that they did. I don’t 
“know what it was. ; 

“ P, Something else you mean? 

HH. 1 guess, ‘cause there was an 
“Operation GEMSTONE that Strachan got 
reports on. 

P, They tell me that GEMSTONE was 

.the code word for everything—GEM- 
STONE is for everything. 
' H. Well I thought SEDAN CHAIR was 
the Watergate thing, O.K, Well if GEM- 
STONE is the total thing, then what 
he got was reported from that. And 
it’s a confidential sources indicate that 
—It did not clearly identify, according 
= Strachan. I can’t tell you anything 
else. 
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P. [Unintelligible] I want you to know 
what he’s told me. H. All right. 


‘'P. John, I’m just trying to see what 
the options are on Dean—what we turn 
loose here. 

E. Absolutely, Well, let’s go back to 
the press plan. Maybe that will give us 
‘some guidance. P, Right. 


Explanation Planned 


E. If you say in the press plan, “The 
President got concerned about this,” the 
question, “why didn’t he get concerned 
‘sooner because this has been in the 
‘paper for months and months?’ Well, 
“the reason he didn’t get concerned 
sooner is he was resting secure in the 
belief that he had the whole story.” 
« P. Right. 

E. Well, what made him insecure? 

_P. Do I ever ask Dean in and ask 
him answers? The answer is no. 
+ E. No, but the point is that you were 
resting secure on his assurances. 
, P. Go ahead. E. Well— H. Didn't 
you at some point get a report from 
Dean that nobody in the White House 
was involved. E. Didn’t we put that 
out way back in August? 
_ _P. I mean, I just said “Well, that’s 
all I know now.” It was never in 
writing. He never came in orally and 
told me Dean—John Dean I never saw 
bout this matter.. You better check, 
_but I don’t think John Dean was ever 
‘seen about this matter until I saw him, 
“when John Ehrlichman suggested that 
I'd better see John Dean. 
‘"* E. You better check Bob, back in 
.that period of time July—when we 
, Were in San Clemente—my recollec- 
‘ction is that he did come and see you 
\.a@t that time—but we can check that. 
4 P. Oh, by himself? No. E. Well, 
e by himself or with one of us. I don’t 
i" Know. 
iat P, He may have come in, but it was 
'a pretty—I hope -he did, hope he did. 
But he might have come in sort of 
isthe end, and someone said, “Look 
zhere’s John Dean from Washington,” 
and I may -have said, “Thanks for all 
_ypur hard work.”’ 
~ ¥E, Well—let’s follow this line and 
See where it leads us. The President 
;,zested. secure in the belief that his 
| €ounsel had investigated this and 
[assured him that nobody in the White 
_ House was involved, 
’. E, O. K. Then, what: moved him off 
‘of that belief and assurance? Well, 
what moved him off was the sequence 
‘of events leading to John Dean being 
l‘sent to Camp David to write it all 
‘down. 

P. What moved him off first were 
reports that occurred in the court tes- 
‘timony. E. That’s right. 


.'"P, Charges were made by McCord 


‘ a-and other charges—Charges were 
‘made by McCord. I wouldn’t say (un- 
intelligible). Charges were made by 
McCord that, in open, before a jury 
“committee. The President ordered a 
, full investigation. E. Well, the first 
“sthing you did—and maybe you can 
, avoid saying this—but you’re saying 
'syou ordered a full press investigation 
: “when Dean came back and said to Bob, 
“I can’t write that down.” 


~ P, He hold me that too. E. Then 
that rang a bell, Because if Dean 
can’t write that down, then we must 
have a problems bigger than I ever 
‘thought. And so that’s when you put 
‘on the full court press. 

P. Well all right. Here’s—you've got 
-the dates on this. Well— 


The ‘Line’ of Dean * 
. E. I have them in there, yeah. Let’s 


“see what Dean says on that. Well he 
says, “The reason [ couldn’t write them 
“down is because Dick Moore and others 
‘said (unintelligible) said how could I 
write it down—draw the wagons up 
around the White House?” That phrase, 
remember that, isn’t that a Dean phrase? 
’. H. Sure. His line was that you could 
do that because there was no problem 
at the White House, the problems were 
at the committee. 

-P. What did he tell you with that 
respect? What was Dean’s line before he 
deserted? E. Well, what he said— 

- .P, My point is—you’ve got to watch 
out. He may say, “Well, they were try- 
tig to get me—conspired to get me to 
write a report that was untrue,” 

-~: E, Well, I understand, except that he 
was sent to write it without anybody 
being near him. P. Except Moore (un- 
intelligible) 

vE, I'm sure that when he went 
through this exercise, is was impossible 
“for him to write it down without it 
being a confession. And he said, “My 

God, I don’t know how this case is go- 
ing to break, but I’m crazy to have a 
piece of paper like that around.” 

P. Then I could say then that I 
ordered—who conducted the investiga- 
tion? E. The way we got it doesn’t 
say 

H. You asked other staff members to 
explore this—you had Ehrlichman, 
Moore, Garment, Haldeman. P. That’s 

| Yight. All right. And then— 

E. Then you contacted some people 
and said, “Don’t hold back on my ac- 
count.” P. Yes, like Hunt—Liddy. 
E. Like Mitchell and Magruder, _ 

P. I passed the word to all sources 
that everybody was to talk, to tell the 
truth, which I had done previously. I 
reaffirmed. I reaffirmed specific terms 
to specific people. ; 

H. Well, you had reason to believe 
that they might have a misapprehen- 
sion on it. 

P. Any misapprehension and so forth 
and so on—to all parties involved who 
were those people. I should not say— 
H. You can’t list those people. : 

‘P, I should not” say—well you can’t 
list the people for a reason that would 
prejudice them. I talked to all parties 
concerned that if there was a shred of 
information which might in any way— 
which they might have on this case—I 
reaffirm what I had said publicly—that 
we must cooperate fully and tell the 
whole truth. Then, we come to the last 
weekend. On Saturday—a major devel- 
opment occurred—I can’t say, “that as 
a result—”’ That would be an overstate- 
ment. E. Nope. 


How Kieindienst Was Informed 
P. Then on Sunday I can’t say that 


I talked with Kleindienst. Just say on 
Sunday. E. Except-remember I informed 
Kleindienst on Saturday-so you—P.1I 
informed Kleindienst. Then we'll get 
questions. “Did you inform him in per- 
son?” I can say I passed the informa- 
tion. H. Say you passed the word to 
Kleindienst 

P. I informed the Attorney General. 
At my direction Ehrlichman filled in the 
Attorney General completely on the. in- 
formation that we had found and on 
Sunday the Attorney General and (un- 
intelligible). They indicated as a result, 
a major development in the case—these 
major developments in the case—we've 
got to get Petersen. , 

E, Then Ziegler or you could turn it 
over to Petersen, and let him say some- 
thing innocuous. ; 

‘P, And I directed Petersen to direct 
to me personally on any developments 
and any member of the White House 
staff or Federal Government was to be 
available to the grand jury and would 
testify - would be directed by the Presi- 
dent to testify. Now you come to the 


next thing—you see Garment’s scenario , 


here will be (unintelligible) “I have 
asked that any government peoplé who 
have been—who might—who have been 
—-who are directly or indirectly—sub- 


jects of the investigation, even though | 
having—this is no indication of any | 


guilt—will be relieved of their duties 
and until the grand jury (unintelligible) 
Anyone who refuses to cooperate will 
be dismissed. Anyone (unintelligible). 

H. Is that.it? P. Yes. (unintelligible) 
Anyone who refuses to cooperate will 
‘be dismissed. Anyone will be given leave 
until his until his trial is finished. He’s 
had an opportunity to have his day in 
court. (unintelligible) 


E. How about anyone granted im- , 


munity? P. Anyone granted immunity 

will be—let me try Petersen on you to- 

day? P 0 

Nets hit him (unintelligible) with that. 
E. Trouble policy—I can’t have it. 
P. Until I do that, the President {un- 


Your idea about Petersen would | 


intelligible] follow it or {unintelligible} _ 


Petersen has-~the President’s—E,. Tying 
our hands—- i , 

P. Tying our hands. But we're not 
telling Dean not to talk. I direct every- 
body to talk, but nobody is to given 
immunity. . 

E. Te aie words, you don’t need— 
there are plenty of ways of proving a 
case around here — besides granting 
some fellow immunity. 

P. Yeah. E. You don’t need that, and 
it looks like Neg? you ag? doing is let- 
ting samebody off scott free. 

r. That’s right. Also, it looks like a 
cover-up. H. And particularly somebody 
—personally associated—in this case. 

E. Maybe the point that Peterson is 
missing—maybe intentionally so, is that 
Dean is a major act in this thing. And 
big fish/small fish, nevertheless, if a 
major actor gets immunity and just 
walks away from the White House hav- 
ing committed 89 crimes—that—and it 
is your Justice Department, and the guy 
that runs it, reports daily to you, what 
does that say? That says—“Gee, I didn’t 
want my Counsel to get hurt.” The only 
question that remains is why didn’t he 
grant immunity to everybody. 

H. What it says is exactly the point 
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—the Counsel knows more than— 

P. Now, should I have any more con- 
versations with Dean? 

E. No. I don’t think you should. I 
think you should send him a note and 
tell him what your decision is, Or, have 
Kehrli or somebody call him and say, 
“Don’t come to work anymore. You're 
not suspended, you’re not fired, but 
you're not to come into the office until 
this matter is—” 

P. That’s a good tough way. What 
can he do? E. I don’t think he can do 
anything. If somebody says to him, 
“Well, did you get suspended?” He can 


‘say, “No, I really haven’t. I'm just sort 
_of not working until—” 


H. He hasn’t been to work for a 
month anyway. : 

E. He’s been out talking to the U.S. 
Attorney the whole time. 

H. Well, he’s been here because it 
serves his purpose to be the inside story. 
He’s been out of the office for a month. 
He’s been— 

P. I called him this morning and told 
him L-wanted to talk to him later to ask 
him about that appointment June 19, but 


T don’t think I better get into that any | 


more. E. I don‘t either. 
‘Some Song and Dance’ 


P. And, and he’s going to give: me 
some song and dance. . 

E. Well [unintelligible] for your pri- 
vate information, I have gone back to 
the participants in that meeting where 
I was supposed to have said, “Send 
Hunt out of the country.” To a man, 
they say it didn’t happen. And two of 
them said, “Gee, if either one of 
them—” : 

P. What about the meeting? E. And 
they said, “if that had happened, it 
would have been burned into my re- 
collection.” The sort of thing like you 
ordering— 

P. You better damned well remember 
being—The main thing is this, John, and 
when you meet with the lawyers—and 
you Bob, and I hope Strachan has been 
told—believe me—don’t try to hedge 
anything before the damned Grand Jury. 
I’m not talking about morality, but I’m 
talking about the vulnerabilities. E. 
Sure, good advice. 

P. Huh? 

E. Good advice. 

P, You guys—damnit—I know you 
haven't done a damned thing. I do know 
this—they’ve tried to track on perjury— 
you're going have that—E. Fortunately 
I have good records—I know. who was 
in that meeting and so, I was able to 
cali— 

P, [Unintelligible] attorneys that cer- 
tain materials. The point is now they 
talked to people—somebody put those 
things in the bag—I suppose Fielding. 
E. Fielding or Dean. I don’t know. Let 
me just tell you— 

P. Did he inventory? For example, 
who’s going to testify what the hell was 
in that bag? E. I don’t know. May I just 
finish telling you about this—I think it 
is important— 

P, [Unintelligible]. E. Well—it does— 
and also—Dean is the guy that made 
the call sending Hunt out of the country. 
But, the interesting thing about it all 
ic that Friday. he called Colson and 


said, “Chuck, do you remember a meet- 


. ing up in John’s office where John said 


‘So and So and D-6’—and John said— 
‘Send Hunt out of the country’—don’t 
you?” And Chuck said, “I told him it 
never happened.” And I didn’t raise this 
with Chuck—he raised it with me. And 
said, “ I had this funny phone call from 
this guy.” So, he’s out around planting 
his seeds. 

H. He’s playing the Magruder game 
—flying from flower to flower—plant- 


‘ing his pollen. E. So, I don’t think— . 


P, I think those [unintelligible] you 
got very clever liars. I told you this 


‘ before—very clever liars. E, Yep. 


P. [Unintelligible] I got to get out of 
this— 

E. I think you can slide by that by 
just saying, “Stay home. Don’t come 
in to the office.” 

P, Yep. I can say, “John, I think it’s 
best that you don’t come into the 


office.” 


E. I can tell you one way you might 
do it is to say, “I’ve had a report that 
an FBI man about to serve a subpoena 
on Dick Howard told Howard to come 
and talk to you. I can’t have that. Be- 
cause you cannot sit there as an agent 
of the U.S. Attorney.” 

P. I indicated that already, 

H, Dean will say the same thing that 
you just said, that I can’t prepare my 
case for the Grand Jury if I can’t work 
with my files and so forth, and so if you 
are telling him not to come in, “I'll 
send a truck over and have my files 
brought to my home.” That would take 
care of getting his files— 

P.. (Unintelligible) his files subpoe- 
naed? 

H. Well, there’s a question on that— 

E, That’s the position you ought to 
take on that. 

H. Damn right. All of the files are 
yours and they are not subject to any 


_ action that your files are subject to, 


P. Shall I tell him that? 

E, Nope. Let’s wait until the question 
comes up. 

P. Well, how do I answer the ques- 
tion—Bob, what do I say, “I have to 
have your files?” 

E. Weil, he’s already made his state- 


| ment, It’s obvious to the U.S. Attorney. 


He’s past that point. 
P, I don’t think you can write him a 


: note. It’s going to anger him anyway. 


No sense in doing that. See what I 


- mean? We've got to remember what- . 


ever he is doing—I don’t mean that 
you can’t—he’s going to do anything to 
save his ass. That’s what is involved. 
But on the other hand— 

E. O.K.—I got an idea— 

P. You got to remember [unintelligi- 


ble] he put this a lot higher. He could 


- say, “Well, I told the President about 


$127,000, that we needed $127,000 and 
the President said, ‘well I don’t know 


: where we could get it, I don’t know’.” 


H. How could you do that though— 
that’s true [unintelligible]. 


How You Might Handle That 


E. All right. I'll tell you how you 
might be able to handle that. The FBI 
has just served a subpoena on our WH 
police which asked that they produce 
the names of people cleared into the 


_ WH/EOB complex from 12:01 AM June 


18, 1972—to 11:00 PM June 18, 1972. 


P, Where were we then? H. What 
date? P. June 18, E. The day of the 
bugging. 

H. We were in San Clemente, E. 
Really? H. Yeah. 

E. Florida: H. I mean Florida. I’m 
sorry. That was the weekend that we 
flew directly to Grand Cay and you 
went to Walkers and we went over to 
Key Biscayne. 

P. Well, maybe that’s an unsafe thing. 

E. The WH Police had notified Fred 
Fielding of the subpoena 

H. See that’s your other problem. 
You have a W.H. legal case and you 
have no W.H. lawyer—another interest- 
ing end to look at. 

P. Where’s Fielding stand on all this? 
H. He’s Dean’s [unintelligible] lives next 
door to him. Dean sponsored. him. That 
doesn’t necessarily mean he goes Dean’s 
way. Fielding is. an honorable guy — 
provincially so—who may not like what 
Dean is doing any more than we do. 

P. Well, when I see’ Dean [ll say, 
“We're not going to publish this pub- 
licly or anything of that sort—but I do 
think that you should not—” What you 
want to do is to get him out of the 
W.H. and yet Colson’s recommendation 
is to get him out by firing him—E. 
Colson would like to discredit him. 

P, Well I know. But the question is 
what he could do to discredit us. E. 
Well. 

P. That’s a problem. H. Yeah. But I 
think at some point, like you do on 
anything else, you gotta face up to the 
fact that the guy is either a friend or a 
foe—or a neutral. If he’s a neutral you 
don’t have to worry about him; if he’s 
a friend you rely on him, if he’s a foe 
you fight him, and this guy-it seem 
at this point—is a foe. 

P. When I talked to him I said, “Now 
John, any conversations are [unintel- 
ligible].” I said, “Anything [unintelli- 
gible] National Security are [unintel- 
ligible] you understand?” He said, “Yes 
[unintelligible] testified’ to it [unintelli- 
gible..]” 

H. O.K. He said it and it was no 
problem for him to say it. But it was 
no problem for him to say a lot of things 
to us over the last couple of weeks too. 

P. The point is, if you break it off 
with him, then he could go out and say, 

‘Screw the f[unintelligible].” H. No-he 
can’t, It’s not his privilege. It’s yours. 

P. I know it’s mine, but — H., If he 
screws the privilege— 

P. Well, I think you have to charge 
Henry Petersen or whoever is in charge 
here with protecting your privilege and 
then that’s got to go down to Silberman 
and Silberman has to be cautioned that 
he is not to go into matters of execu- 


tive privilege — he is not to go into ° 


matters of national security importance. 


Any matters involving a conversation » 
with the President—or national security, © 


anything like that, they can ask me, 
Caper In California 


E. Now, the question comes up—I 
don’t know -far this will run—but this 
caper in California for instance. 
Colson asked me this thing of Hunt’s 
out there—the national security con- 
nected Ellsberg. Weil Petersen knows 
about it I think. It’s laving around 
some place over there. But if the ques- 
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tion comes up, Colson says, “How do 
I handle that? I said, “Well, Chuck, 
if I were asked that—I would say that 
that was a national security project 
and I’m not in the position to answer 
@ question on that, because I would 


have to refer to the President for a; 


waiver of executive privilege on that 


if he desired to do so.” And he said, | 


“Well, can I say the same thing?” And 
I said, “Well, I don’t know whether 
you can or not. He said, “Well what 
would the President say if it’s referred 
to him?” I said, “I don’t know. Ill 
go ahead and ask him.” 

P. That’s what we’d say. E. Can I 
tell him that for you? 

P. Yep. Anything on the (unintel- 
ligible) thing, the plumbing thing was 
national security, the I T T thing. No, 
I can’t believe it was that—you know 
—the Hunt thing there. That will just 
have to handle the way it is. (Unin- 


telligible) Colson about (unintelligible) : 


Hunt thing? 

E. I don’t know. If anybody around 
here did, if anybody did it, was Dean. 

H. I doubt if Dean knew about that. 
You see Dean and Colson never 
tracked particularly well together, I 
don’t think, 

E. Whoever operates this at the 
Justice Department has to be told that 
the inquiry must not jeopardize your 
privilege. Some day they’re going toi 
try and put you in a crunch spot.: 
P. Sure. 

E. And they'll put a question to me 
and I'll say, “I can’t take that ques- 


_tion and then I'll be back to you and 


it’s going to be hard.” 

P. No turning if off. It’s national 
security — national security area — 
and that is a national security prob- 
lem. 

E. Or, if it is something that you 
and I have discussed directly. 

P. (expletive removed) it. E. Til 
just (expletive removed) that—T'll just 
—H. 1 don’t think anybody is going to 
try to challenge that, (unintelligible) 
conversations with the President (unin- 
telligible). E. (unintelligible) just got to 
be told the background—H. Awful but 
before you get to that. : 

P. (unintelligible) talk to the Presi- 
dent about $127,000 we had to get or 
were we able to get it or something. 
that point—that we were still work- 
ing on money for Hunt—I don’t know 
how the hell— 

H, That was the one that Bittman got 
to Dean on. He really cranked on it. 
He was very concerned—professed to 
be concerned because Bittman’s threat 


‘was that Hunt said that, “If you don’t 


et it to me I’m going to tell them all 
aan the seamy things I did for Ehr- 
lichman.”” And when Dean hit Ehrlich- 
man on that, Erlichman’s immediate re- 


- action was let him go ahead—“There’s 


nothing he can hang me on.” Dean 
didn’t like that answer and went on 
worrying about the money. 

P, Told me about it. ; 

H. Told you about it, told me about 
it. I was in here when he told you. 

P. Good. What did we say? Remember 
he said, “How much is it going to cost 
to keep these, these guys (unintelligi- 
ble). I just shook my head, Then vc 
got inte the question 


H. If there’s blackmail here, then 
we're into a thing that’s just ridiculous. 

P. He raised the point— 

H. (unintelligible) but you can’t say 
it’s a million dollars, It may be $10 
million dollars, And that we ought not 
to be in this— 

P, That’s right. That’s right. 


Related to Mitchell Problem . 


H. We left it—that—we can’t do anys 
thing about it anyway. We don’t have 
any money, and it isn’t a question to 
be directed here. This is something re- 
lates to Mitchell’s problem, Ehrlichman 
has no problem with this thing with 
Hunt. And Ehrlichman said, (expletive 
removed) if you're going to get into 
blackmail, to hell with it.” 

P. Good [unintelligible]. Thank God, 
you were in there when it happened. 
But you remember the conversation? H. 
Yes sir. 

P. I didn’t tell him to go get the 
money, did I? H. No. 

P. You didn’t either, did you? H. 
Absolutely not! I said you got to talk 
to Mitchell. This is something you’ve 
got to work out with Mitchell—not here 
—there’s nothing we can do about it 
here. 

P, We've got a pretty good record on 
that one, John, at least. 

H. But there’s a couple of complica- 
tions he can throw in there [unintelligi- 
ble} which would be of concern, -but I 
just can’t conceive that a guy—I can see 


_ him using it as a threat. I cannot see 


him sinking low enough to use that. 
I just—although I must admit the guy 
has really turned into an unbelievable 
disaster for us. People don’t—he’s not 
un-American and anti-Nixon. I'll tell 
you—during that period he busted his 
ass trying to work this out. It wore 
him to a frazzle. And I think it probably 
wore him past the point of rationality. 
I think he may now be in a mental state 
that’s causing him to do things that 
when he sobers up, he’s going to be 
very disturbed about with himself, 

“* P. Also, he’s probably got a very, 
very clever new lawyer [unintelligible]. ' 
I think that’s part of the problem, 

H. Could very weli be. John, I can’t 
believe, is a basically dishonorable guy. 
I think there’s no question that John 
is a strong self-promoter, self-motivated 
guy for his own good, but—- 

P. But in that conversation I was— 
we were—I was—lI said, “Well for (ex- 
pletive removed), let’s—” , 

H. You explored in that conversation 
the possibility of whether such kinds 
of money could be raised, You said, 
“Well, we ought to be able to raise—” 

P. That's right. H. “How much money 
is involved?” and he said, “Well it could 
be a million dollars.” You said, “That’s 


_ Yidiculous. You can’t say a million. 


Maybe you say a million, it may be 
two or 10, and 11” 

P. But then we got into the blackmail, 

H. You said, “Once you start down 
the path with blackmail it’s constant 
escalation,” 

P. Yep. That’s my only conversation 
with regard to that. H. They could 
jump and then say, “Yes, wel’ that was 
morally wrong. What vou should bave 
said is that black’ lig w~ 


: on 
weg " iat, 


it’s too costly.” 
P. Oh, well that point [inaudible] in- 
vestigation—H. [Inaudible]. 


Dean Was Sent to Camp David 
P. You see my point? We were then 


in the business of—this was one of 
Dean’s—when he was—was it after that ' 


we sent him to Camp David? 


E. You sent him to Camp David on . 


about the 20th. I think. 

P. I would like to know with regard 
to that conversation, Bob—~E. I think it 
was about—his trip to Camp David— 
about the 23rd of March. H. When was 
the [unintelligible] trip? E. I haven't 
any idea. I have no idea. 


P. Well, E. Well, you'll know the date , 


of your meeting here. 

P. Well [inaudible]. I suppose then we 
should have cut-——shut it off, cause later 
on you met in your office and Mitchell 
said, “That was taken care of.” H. The 
next day. Maybe I can find the date by 
that— 

P. Yeah. And Dean was there and 
said, “What about this money for 
Hunt?” Wasn’t Dean there? H. No; 
what happened was—Ehrlichman and 
Dean and Mitchell and I were in the 


office, in my office, and we were dis- © 


cussing other matters. And in the 
process of it, Mitchell said—he turned 
to Dean and said, “Let me raise another 
point. Ah, have you taken care of the 
other problem—the Hunt problem?” 
Something like that. I don’t know how 
he referred to it. But we all knew 
instantly what he meant. Dean kind of 
looked a little flusttered and said, “‘Well, 
well, no. I don’t know where that is or 
something,’’ and Mitchell said, “Well I 
guess it’s taken care of.” And so we 


assumed from that that Mitchell had. 


taken care of it, and there was no 
further squeak out of it so I now do 
assume that Mitchell took care of it. 

P. The problem I have there is—H. 
Mitchell [unintelligible]. LaRue was 
Mitchell’s agent— 

P. I understand that, What I meant 
is, ’'m just seeing what Dean’s lines of 
attack are. H. You're saying, “Did I know 
about it?’ I did. There’s no question. 

P. Say, “Yes, there was talk about it 
and so forth—and Mitchell took care of 
it.’ But you, on the other hand, you 
make the case that—H. It’s [unintelligi- 
ble]. 

: In the office, but not the other— 
not in your office. H. In the other office 
the question of thing never arose. There 
again, Dean is the agent on it. Dean is 
coming in and saying what should I do. 
Dean’s the agent on all this—that’s 
where my money goes. All the input to 
me about the 350 came from Dean, and 
all the output came from Dean. 

P. Then Dean was the one that said, 
“Look Bob, we need 350 for or need 
the rest of this money.” H. No, they 
didn’t even come that way. Dean said, 
“They need money for the defense, for 
their fees.” And it was always put that 
way. That’s the way it was always dis- 
cussed. 

P. Right—that’s why I want that line. 
I think that’s most important, You can 
work on—-Get a lawyer. 


“You've Got a Situation Here’ 
H. And I said to Dean at that time, 
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' “Well, look, you’ve got a situation here. 


We're for the 350” I thought it was 
350—actually it was 328. “in cash that 
we need to get turned back to the Com- 
mittee. Apparently they have a need 
for money—so we have a coincidence 
[unintelligible] now you ought to be able 
to work out someway to get them to 
take the cash—and that will take care 
of our needs and we help meet their 
needs.” And he went back to Mitchell 
and Mitchell wouldn’t do it. , 

H. And they they agreed to take 40 
thousand of it which they did and short- 
ly thereafter they agreed to take the 
rest, which they did. 

P, You think—you check with [un- 
intelligible] before the election in 
some — 

H. It was not before the election. 

P. Dean says if was before, 

H. Strachan says it was in late No- 
vember—30th or something like that. 

E. Incidentally, remember you told 
me that Strachan had gone over there 
with Colson’s partner ard that the Judge 
wouldn’t take him. It turned out that 
was Howard who went over. Dick How- 
ard went over with one of Colson’s part- 
ners. The U.S. Attorney kicked up a 
fuss about it, Saying that there might 
be a communication between the partner 
and Colson and so — 

H. Strachan’s lawyer is a totally [un- 
intelligible] guy that he’s acquired from 
somebody he knew in law school. 

P. Good. E. Now Colson has pitched 
me to retain his partner, which I think 
would be a mistake. 

P, You E. Yeah, 

P. You can’t retain his partner. 

E. I don’t think so. Be a mistake be- 
cause it would create identity between 
me and Colson that I don’t feel comfort- 
able with. 

P. I don’t want you — 

H. You can’t, You’d be out of your 
mind to do it. 

P. Don’t get in there with Colson. 
He'll defend himself. 

H. Obviously Colson sees that as a 
way of getting in. E. Sure. 

H. We should not give Colson reason 
to get squeamish. P. No. 

E. I’m cultivating him. P. No, sir. 

E. I’m keeping him on the team. He: 
feels that here is a coincidence of in-; 
terest between you and me and him. P.: 
Right. Fine. i 

H. Consider [unintelligibe] has to con-i 
tinue— ‘ 

P. Right all the time, Let’s go back: 
now to the decision. First, should wé; 
make a statement today? . 

H. I would say yes. 

P. I think so. 5 

H. Ziegler should make it. ‘5 

E. Well, if it is a carefully limited’ 
statement. : + 

P. No questions. : 

E, I think—no. I think it should be a: 
very tight statement—very conservative; 

—well at least you should think it: 
through so that you can stay away from. 
the soft places. But I think broadly— 
across the country—people are waiting 
to see your face on the evening news 
talking about the Watergate case. And 
making more assurances. 


‘ 
: 
1 
j 


P, Bill Rogers say this [uninteiligible] 
first though Ziegler—then as we left the 
boat last night [unintelligible] he totally . 
rules out the 9:00. He says, “Don’t: 
make it the only story [unintelligible] 
3 or 4 months [unintelligible].” 

H. You know where the Watergate 
story is in The Washington Post today? 
Page 19. 

E, [unintelligible] 

P. I know. I know. And it'll be page 
19 five months from now if we handle it 
right. 

E. Now I suggested having Petersen 
Bend by. You don’t think that’s a good 
idea. 


Policy Toward Dean 


P. No, no. I just think I should go out 
there and say, “O.K.” John, let’s come 
back to this business here —let’s come 
come back to the business of the— 
which is the play of the White House 
leaders [unintelligible] doesn’t work. E. 
Well, 1 think, in view of the foregoing, 
all that’s gone and all that’s been said, 
I think if you can get the results of 
having Dean out of his office, and I ° 
wouldn’t worry about the files. I think 
you could put it on a basis that if he 
needs a file he could get it upon loan, 
so that at least you would be able to 
monitcr what he was getting. I think 
that you should say to him, “In view of 
your relationship with the U.S. Attor- 
ney’s office, I just don’t think it is pru- 
dent for you to be on the grounds.” P, 
That’s right. 

E. And, you’re going to have to work 
someplace else. H. “I don’t think there’s 
any appearance problem, because you 
have been for a month anyway!” E. 
Right. It won’t be noticed. If we are 


asked in the press room—P. That’s 


right. 

E. Ah, what your status is, we'll fin- 
esse it. And the question will come, 
“Has John Dean been placed on leave? 
No. Has John Dean been fired? No.” 
P. All right. E. And you could say to 
him; “If you don’t bring it up, we 
won't.” P, All right. ~ 

E. “If this leaks, it’s going to leak 


' from you because nobody is going—. 


And, as far as Bob and John are con- 
cerned, I will make an appropriate ar- 
rangement with them.” P. I’m going to 
make an appropriate arrangement cov- 
ering them. Course, it’s something dif- 
ferent— E. “But, I cannot be in a 
position of having you dictate to me 
what it should be.” H. And you can’t 
be in a position — 3 

P. I can tell him, “I’ve made an ap- 
propriate arrangement, but it’s got to 
be in my-own way, depending upon 
what each is doing.” E. I think you 
could argue with him that the transi- 
tion from John Dean being away from 
here and the transition being away from 
here is a very different kind of thing. 
P. Yeah. That’s right. We're not asknig 
anybody to resign, John, because T think - 
that would prejudice their-rights. - 

E. Taking a formal leave— P. All- 
right fine, you can do that, but you're 
rejecting the Garment. proposal that 
everybody leave until everybody is 
clear that I talked with you a moment 
ago? E. Well, I think a leave is the same 
as being fired in this context. P. Do you 
Bob? E. Prior to the charges. H. When 
you have charges — ; 


Deal With Magruder 


P, Here’s the point. Let me—lJet me 
tell you what’s going to happen in my 
view. And by charges, I don’t mean in- 
dictments. But when they finally make 
their deal with Magruder [unintelligible] | 
out of the D.C. jail—they’re going to 
take him into open court. This is their 
deal, now because Sirica question [un- 
intelligible] John last night. They aré 
going to make this statement. I would 
assume then the charges would be 
made, at least as far as Magruder is 
concerned, 

H. And they said Magruder makes 
charges against me? Interesting! P. Bob, 
I don’t know whether he does or not. 
Let’s be damned sure [unintelligible]. 
He’s certainly going to say that Dean 
was involved and that Mitchell was in- ! 
volved. E. And he'll say Strachan was : 
involved. P, He’ll say Strachan was in- - 
volved, : ; 

E. And, “Who’s Strachan?” Well, 
Strachan was Mr. Haldeman’s employee. 
But, my prediction is that if the judge - 
says, “Well, did Mr. Haldeman tell. you 
to do anything or this or that,” he'll 
say, “No sir, he was never involved in 
this.” H, He told me that is what he 
would say. E. And he told me that is 
‘what he would say. 

H. He told John that is what he 
would say in front of his lawyers, 
That’s what he had said, and he flatly 
says that is what is the truth. P. Yeah, 
H. And it is what’s the truth. 

P. Alright. So your view, John, Bob, 
is that—you know that you got to look 
at—at being eaten away and then hav: 
ing to come in and say look, “I’m sa 
impaired, I~.” : 
. H. No, I don’t expect to be eaten 
away. I think when I get hit, I mean 
publicly. .Let’s say Magruder does name 
me. Let’s say Magruder does implicate 
me publicly.” P. Or Dean. Say Dear 
names you. H. Someone that’s known 

publicly, As soon as Dean is known pub: 
licly—my view would be that I should 
then—-I should request you to give me 
a leave of absence so that I can dea) 
with this matter until it is cleared up 
P. You agree with that John? \ 

E. It'll depend a little bit, I shoulc 

hink on degree. If it is a Jack Ander- 

ion column,— 

P. [unintelligible] another point I 
make [unintelligible] relation that I have 
now is this case. Suppose that the As- 
sistant Attorney General comes in, Ma- 
gruder and Dean: have made charges. 
His argument is, “You have an option 
sir, and you as President should act. And 
I’m telling you now that those charges 
are in the possession of the govern- 
ment.” That’s what ’'m— 

H. O.K., but what's [unintelligible] 
you do that. I happen to know what 
his motive is and Tl sure as hell use 
it [unintelligible]. 

E. O.K. You say, “Mr. Assistant At- 
torney General, I want to explain my 
policy to you so that you'll know what 


our relationship is. Our policy is that 8 


I will immediately suspend—on leave— 
anybody against whom formal charges 
are filed by indictable information.” P. 
By information you mean— 


‘Wild Charges’ Ignored 
E. In other words, formal charges are 
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filed. “As soon as that happens those 
men will go on leave. This is a town 
that is so full of wild charges that if I 
operated on any other basis, even of 
those who were brought to me by 20 
Bishops and an Attorney General, I 
couldn’t be suspending people around 
here or the place would look like a piece 
of Swiss cheese, But let me suggest you 
do this. You go ahead and diligently 
pursue the Haldeman and Ehrlichman 
case because I need to know.” P. Right. 

E. And, if you come to me and ‘say 
that you filed charges and I'll have 
really no discretion in the matter.. 

P. If you come to me-and say that 
you are planning to indict criminal 
charges, then Pll—at that time—move 
instantly, before we do it publicly. 

E. Or Dean, or anybody. else. But. I 
‘can’t treat them any different than any- 
‘tbody else. And you have brought me 
basically, | uncorroborated' ° charges. 
You've said. so yourself that you aren’t 
‘going to be able to deal with Dean. P. I 
feel comfortable with that. 

E. But if you lay out the general 
ground rules first—P.: What, what ba- 
sically, John, what the hell is the Gar- 
ment, Rose I guess Moore [unintelli- 
gible]. : 

E. They’re writing a New York Times 
editorial which is that this is a terrible 
cancer at the heart of the Presidency 
and that there must be drastic surgery. 
And that in a case like this you lean 
over backwards and fire and so forth. 
And, I’m sure it will be an aditorial in 
many, many newspapers, that Dean has 
raised serious charges and so on so 
forth. And you'll hear a lot of that. May- 
be the thing to do is for Ziegler—if he 
gets a question about suspension or fir- 
ing—to say, “This is the President's 
general policy—without regard to indi- 
viduals—any individual whose bound by 
the Grand Jury—” 

P. Why don’t I say that’ today? E. 
That’s fine. 

P. Fine. All right. I think I got the 
message. If you will write up a brief, 
brief, brief statement. You know—I can 
use—or do you have one you can get 
back to me? I have to do it at 3:00. How 
much time do I have? E. You’ve got 
about 45 minutes. P. I’ve got plenty of 
time. ; : 
Briefing for Ziegler 


H. Ziegler should delay the 3:00. 
They’ve only scheduled a posting. He 
can make it 4:00. Briefing at 4:00. P. 
Yeah, that’s right. 

H..You ought to tell him now, though, 
that you’re going to do it though. P. I 
better do that. 

H. Better get Ron in quickly and re- 
view this. Just tell them to send Ron in. 
_ E. Sure. H. Would you get Ziegler? 
Any questions about my theory now? 

E. I wonder if we should talk to him 
about. how to operate the next couple 
days? [unintelligible] suspicion before 
rant him immunity. I hought so too. 
[unintelligible] be on the wires, 1 would 
think. 

H. Even if they have, could withdraw 
[unintelligible] get him before he acts. 

E. I dont know. Now, with us out of 
the play here for a couple weeks, ah, 
youre going to need a different mode 


of operation, I would think on the do- 
mestic side— ; 
~P. Yeah, Cole. E, And, Ken is. fully 
abreast of everything. 

P. All right. E. And I think you ought 
to just call him direct when you have 
something. . oo 
_ P. I will. Pll use him just like ’'d use 
you. He’ll have to wear two hats for 
awhile. H. My office can run itself. Ta 
cover your bases, you can deal with 
Steve. On schedule basis you’d be better 
off to deal with Parker. You haven't 
Started doing it so you probably don’t 
want to. : 

P. Things we do, I'd like to get ac- 
quainted with him anyway. H. Weekly 
review and things you would talk to 
me about, Parker knows the reasons 
behind everything. a 

P. Let us not overlook one greater— 
let us suppose no charges are filed, and 
basically—charges are filed. [Unintel- 
ligible] thing. Charges might be that 
Haldeman had: knowledge, and that he 
participated—cover-up—lI’m trying, Bob, 
tu put my worse— 

H. Sure. , 

P. Do you agree Bob, they might 
make that a charge—the heat would 
really go on. H. Sure. 

P. In John’s case they make the deep 
six charge [unintelligible], I’d [unintel- 
ligible]. with you on that. E. It’s up 
to you. 


‘Difference in Degree’ 


P. No, I mean that’s a difference in 
degree. H. I think each of those is some- 
oe that we have to deal with at the 
time. 

P, That’s right. H. In the context of 
the time, because I don’t think you can 
anticipate now what the context will be. 
You don’t know what the newspaper 
stories will be. For instance, right now 
and that’s another argument against 
taking any action regarding me—is that 
Pm not in the thing at all in the public 
mind, and it would be startling as hell. 

P. Yeah, The reason for not going the 
Garment road—he wants, John, he 
wants Mitchell separated. He said, “Mit- 
chell’s got to come out [unintelligible]. 
See my point? Don’t suppose that’s. oc- 
curred to you? I think I will make a 
brief statement today, and I was-won- 

dering how late I can make it. Don’t 
believe I can make it at 3:00. What do 


~ you think? ~ 


Z. You got to make it at 4:00 or 4:15. 

P. Fine, but. ’'ll have to. go to work 
on it. Z. We’ have to call them in. 

P. Let me ask you this, fellas, you 
want me on the television? E. Yes sir, 
that would be my préference. 

P. Vit just walk out. Z. I think de- 
pending on the statement, they’ll get it 
to the lab. Don’t worry, they’ll get it 
out. 

P. [Unintelligible]. Z. I'll just say you 
have that flexibility from 3:30 to 4:15. 

P. O.K. Fine, fine. E. Oh, Yeah. Ron, 
Pll need that—Z. This? E. Yes. Where’s 
page 1? Z. It’s—says page 1—E, Good 
work. 

P. I wonder, John, I wonder that un- 
less you sank Dean, basically, if we’re 
putting too much emphasis on the fact 
[unintelligible] in that office. Under- 


stand, I’d just thinking what it is worth 
to us to get him out of that damned 
office. I relieve him of his duties? _ 

E. Well, the alternative is somehow 
or other to pass the word to everybody 
in the place that he’s a piranha. I don’t 
know how you do that. 

P, What? What do you mean every- ' 
body in the place. E. mean people like 
the White House Police. That if they get 
_ a subpoena they shouldn’t ask him what 

to do. The Secret Service, a guy like 
“Dick Howard. 

H. Who should they ask? E. Damned 
good question. : 

P. Moore? nk § 

E. Make Moore ‘Acting Counsel. He 
has very good judgment. H. Very good 
judgment and absolutely no ‘procedural . 
knowledge. ; : 

E. Garment? H. He’s worse. 

P.- Fielding? H. Let Fielding be the ; 
operative. Say that he can take no ac- | 
tion without checking with Moore. 

P, How’s that sound, John? E. That’s 
good. . ; 

H. Fielding is to be the front man as 
Deputy Counsel, but he is to report to 
Dick Moore. ; Sh 

P. But you see, I just don’t know if 
that kind-of action is worth taking that 
kind of risk.: - en 

E. Well, if he’s here, people will go — 
to him for advice. I’m just sure of it. 

_ P. Okay. I’ve told him he’s not to give 

any advice, and he’s not to have any- 

thing to do with this case at all. All 

right? E. I don’t know. Maybe I’m be- 

ing unduly harsh, but-—-and maybe the | 
negatives are more than the positives— 

it seems to be that it can be done with- 

out breaking any asses. 

P. I can just say, “Well, people are . 
coming in. They’re on the WH Police. 
now—so forth. I think it’s going to Jook 
strange if he doesn’t.” 

. E. It puts him in an impossible con- 

flict-of-interest situation. 
right. , ‘ 

H. ‘That’s the problem. He knows 
what is coming in—what questions are 
coming, 

P. Alright. The second point, with re- 
gard to Petersen, ah, that the—that’s 
the highest—I better get him in and tell 
him [unintelligible]. 

H. Yeah, and the no immunity thing. 

P. And just flatly say, “Now this is 
the way I’m going to handle the mat- 
ter. I cannot let people go simply be- 
cause charges are made until ‘they are 
corrorborated, That’s my decision,” and 
so forth. And second, “I’ve thought over 


the immunity thing and I want nobody | 


on the WH staff given immunity. I don’t 
want anybody shown any consideration 
whatever.” 

E. This has been a law and order ad- 
ministration, i 

P. Right, and third, “I'm directing | 
everybody to cooperate [inaudible]. } 
They’ve been told they are not to. I’ve 
already helped him on that. I haven't : 
helped him, I’ve iriéd: But I will not , 
have a member of the White House | 
Staff testifying in the Senate against | 
others. _ 

E. Yes, sir, and I think that the 
fourth point that you should cover 
with him is t if I'm before that 


P. That’s 
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Grand Jury and’ 1 am asked about 
Dean’s information within the Grand 
Jury, I will have to say that Dean told 
me that it came from Petersen. 

P. Yeah. _ ; 

_E. And, there’s no point in your get- 
ting way out by saying out here to the 
press that I’m relying on Henry Peter- 
sen as my good right«hand and then 
have him compromised at a later time. 
P. That’s right. 

H. I think you must, from here on— 
P. [unintelligible]. 

H. Yeah, but also, that you don’t, 
from now on, until this is totally. done, 
maybe never, express confidence in any- 
body. (expletive removed), don’t say, 
i ison (Ie guy is ee, the thing right 

nything else.” That applies. 
Ehrlichman— ae eae 

P. Well, you know how I feet. H. Yes, 
but don’t say it. Just—it just doesn’t 
serve the cause properly. And I don’t 
think you should say it. And you should 
not about Henry Petersen, Dean, or any- 
body else. Ron must not say it either. 
Don’t let Ron con you into saying, 
“Well, I have full confidence in what’s 
his name.” | 

E. I got a name today, and I don’t 
know anything about this fellow—but 
let me advance his name to you. There’s 
a lawyer here in town by the name of 
Herbert Miller. You may know him. He 
was head of the criminal division at the 
Justice Department. He was there thru 
61 to 67, Kennedy and Johnson, but he’s 
a Republican. 

P. Yeah, alright. E. Now, it may be 
possible to get a fellow like that to sub- 
stitute. , 

P. I don’t know. This case is moving 
too fast. You.call in a substitute and 
he’s got to learn the damned case. . 

E, O.K. He reviews it. He gets the 
complete file with the pros and the cons. 
He goes through it and he draws on 
seven years experience and he comes 
over to you and he says I’ve got to call 
this shot and I wonder if you have any- 
thing to add? 

P. [Unintelligibie] ‘counsel? 

E. Yes, but as your counsel, he has 
no control over the prosecution. P. [Un- 
intelligible] Petersen. 


E. That’s right, and he’s a bunch of . — 


baloney, in my opinion. 

H. He also, I understand, told you that 
Strachan got very good treatment over 
there. 

P.'No, no, no. He told me the opposite. 
H. Oh. 

P. He said that Strachan just got the 

hell beat.out of him. 
__H. He did. He was absolutely aston- 
ished, He came out of there and he said 
it was just beyond belief. They threat- 
ened his life practically, told him he 
better hire—P. A lawyer. 


Worried About Support 


H. Best possible counsel. Provide for 
support for his wife, and because he’d 
be going to jail, and that he was in 
serious trouble. Said he would be dis- 
barred. . 


_E. What they are trying to do is put 
him in the hands of an attorney who'll 
deal for immunity. ‘ 

H. They are trying to get him to make 
the same play that Magruder made. E. 


No doubt that they salvaged Dean the 
same way, and they scored on him. 

E. Well, all I’m saying to you is, I 
don’t think in terms of the kinds of 
stuff they are talking about. That it is 
all that complicated for an experienced 
man to pick up, so I wouldn’t want you 
to think that this guy is indispensable, 

P. Yeah, but should I make that deci- 
sion today? E. Well, every day that goes 
by is going to make it that much tough- 


/ er on somebody new coming in and you - 


got a guy in here that I wouldn’t trust, 
knowing what I know, and maybe you 


: can. 

-° P. This guy gets relieved, and says 
: well I told the President that he ought 
. to fire Haldeman and Ehrlichman and 


he fired Dean. 
E. I don’t think that he would say 


_ that. He’s a pro. He’s beén around this 
: town a long time and he knows if he 


said that, that you would come right 
back and say, “No, the reason that I 
fired him is that I’ve reason to believe 
that he is responsible for leaks out of 
the Grand Jury,” and that would destroy 
him. 

P. O.K. Can you get that paper back 


_ to me? E. Yeah, Pll get it right back. 


_P. Shall I get Dean down first? E. I 
would. P. Teli him that-— 

£. Teli him you are going to make a 
statement and that it is not going to 
refer to him. P. Yep. 

E, Or anybody, and that you’re going 
to: deal with the people at the White 


.House on an: individual basis. 


H. Maybe you ought to get Petersen 
in first to talk immunity. P. Yeah, get 
Petersen in first. Call and tell Petersen 


, to [unintelligible]. H. Allright. 


April 17, 1973 
(2:39-2:40 P.M.) 


Telephone conversation: 


_ The President and Ehrlichman 


Opr. Yes, sir. 


-P. Mr. Ehrlichman, 
Thank you. 


P. John—I don’t want to interrupt 
your statement preparing — E. Yes, 
sir, That’s alright. 

P. But I just wanted to be sure to 
check the points you want with Peter- 
son, He will be in just 10 minutes so, 
() no immunity. However, I would 
say that for any of the top three. 
E. Uh, huh. 

P. In other words, so that I can, if 
it sort of appears that if you want to 
give it to Strachan, that is ok. See? 
Don’t you think that is a good line? 
E. I think that is good. Any of the 
people in—The four points as I wrote 
them down were to inform him that 
you were making a statement; Your 
policy with regard to suspension and 
firing. 

P, Which is charges or indictment? 
E. Indictment for suspension and _ fir- 
ing for conviction, which will be in 
the statement that I am drafting. 


please. Opr. 


P. Walt a minute. KE. He'll tell the 
press that. 

P. Right. 

E. Then privately to him, your 
policy with regard to immunity for 
top people. , 

P. Yeah, and leaks from the Grand 
Jury. E. I wouldn’t. limit it to three. 
‘I:would say any. top person, like Dean 
or up. a 

P. Yeah. E. It will sell. 

P. Then I will say, as far as a fellow 
like Strachan, that is fine. You can 
do what you want...E. Yeah 

P, That strengthens the position. 
E. Colson, Dean, anybody of that 
kind, no dice. j 

P. He has mentioned these four to 
me. I will just say that. E. And 
then, of course, the leaks out of the 
Grand Jury. And. put it to him 
whether he doesn’t think that later 
exposure would. prejudice the whole 
‘investigation and: whether he -shouldn’t 
withdraw at an appropriate time so 
that a replacement can be obtained. 

P: Charges and—I am going to fol- 
low a policy of accepting resignation 
on charges or indictment. “Is that it? 
E. No. Suspension on indictment and a 
resignation on conviction. 

P. Of course. That is right. Every- 
body would know’ that. Suspension on 
indictment and resignation on refusing 
to cooperate. Right? 

E. Or conviction ' j 

-P. Right. And what about charges? 
I mean remember we had that gray 
area. E: Well, there again you will 
have to reserve the right, depending | 
on the seriousness of the charge— | 

P. Yeah. I will say if there is a 
serious. corroborated ‘charge,—E. Then 
you want him to bring it to you and 
you will'reserve judgment on the in- 
dividual case. 7 


April 17, 1973 . 
(2:46-3:49 PM) 


Meeting: The President and 
Petersen, Oval Office 


Steward—Mr. Peterson. 

P. Right. ; 

P. All right—he can come in. Steward 
—Have him come in now, sir? 

- P. Yeah. : 

P, Hi. HP. Mr. President, how are | 
you? 

P. Sit down, sit down. HP. Thank 
you, Sir. , 

P. (inaudible) meeting—in the middle 
of the night for a change. The, ah, any- 
thing new I need to know? HP. No, Sir, 
ah. 

P. Don’t. As a matter of fact, I don’t 
want you really to tell me anything out 
of the Grand Jury unless you think I 
need to know it. If it corroborates some- 
thing or anybody here I need to know 
it—otherwise I don’t want to know 
about it. HP. No, Sir. 

P. That’s good, because I find—In- ; 
cidentally, if I might—I don’t think I! 
like—for example, I haven’t been in touch : 
with John Mitchell but he might call | 
me sometime and I don’t want to be a; 
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position of ever saying anything, see: 

HP. Well, I understand how you feel 
—its a— ; 

P. I guess it would be legal for me 
to know? HP. Well yes, I think it is 
legal for you to know. 

P. Is it? Well, but don’t do it, right. 
The problem that concerns me some 
there (inaudible)—I did see Rogers last 
night as you know—HP. Yes, Sir. 

P. I wanted to get an independent 
judgment on this when I was talking 
(inaudible) ... HP. He is an admirable 
man. 

P, Able fellow-was a fine Attorney 
General, and so forth. I gave it all to 
him with the bark off and (inaudible). 
And, his views are somewhat different 
from yours and I am sure you would 
respect them—perhaps mine as well— 
because it is a tough call. HP. Indeed so. 

P. I might say somewhat different—I 
don’t mean in terms of where you come 
out eventually, HP. I understand. 

P. but in terms of timing, and so 
forth, and so forth. First, there is a 
problem of—oh-—which I don’t want you 
to get in the wringer on this but, the 
leaks from the Grand Jury—you remem- 
ber I have already mentioned that to 
you' before. HP. Yes, Sir. 

P. I think you have to know that 
Dean has talked very freely to Mitchell. 
HP. I am sure that’s so. 

P. And Mitchell, of course, is—I can 
imagine, 1 don’t know, but I think you 
should know that. Whether he. has 
talked to others about that, I do not 


know. HP. Well he feels a very close | 
personal relationship with Mitchell. I - 
| =—~it is almost awkward to say it—my - 


am almost positive of that— 

P. The point is I think you will have 
to assume that Dean in this period, who 
was basically sort of in charge of it for 
the White House (and the rest of us 
were out campaigning-traveling, so forth, 
so. on) will probably have told people 
that he has information from the Grand 
Jury. Now you just have to evaluate 
that yourself. I just don’t want the 
Department of Justice, and you partic- 
ularly, after your, ah—the way you have 
broken your— 

HP. Mr. President—I:am sure that is 
so 


see? HP. I have no concern about. that. 
Leaks From Grand Jury 
P, After the pumping of Rogers—I 


am not enough of a criminal lawyer to | 


know enough about it—but Rogers was 
greatly concerned about the leaks from 
the Grand Jury. He asked me that—he 
said 

HP. Well, two things are occurring 


—one, Magruder is talking, Magruder ° 


is going around trying to make peace 
with each—in other words, he will come 
in to me and say look I am in this bind 
and I lave to testify and there is 
nothing I can do but I got to telj the 
complete truth about the others but 
with respect to you am doing the best 
I can. 

P. Yeah. H.P. Which is the pitch he 
is making, Now, 

P. You've talked to —? 
- HAP. We have talked to his lawyers 


P. I don’t. want to get embarrassed, ; 


about that. With respect to Dean—it 
doesn’t surprise me that he has gone to 
Mitchell. He’s, he’s, . 

P, Understand what I am driving at? 

H.P. He’s probably getting informa- 
tion from the Grand Jury. . 

P. What I am concerned about it 
leaks and leaks from the Grand Jury, 
not now but leaks during the period— 
the summer. 

H.P. Oh, oh yes. ‘ 

P. That’s the point—during—June, 
July, August, September, and so forth 
that is the point that I mean, that a— 
_ H.P. I don’t think that is a critical 
problem so far as I am concerned, Mr. 
President for this reason. 

P. See we don’t want—after all this 
agency—I don’t want the—well—the 
man that I’m relying on to be in any 
kind of a [inaudible] position. 

H.P, Mr. President, I don’t want to be 
in that position. 

P, Well no, you’ve got your life [in- 
audible] ahead. : 

H.P. Let me tell you—when I spoke 
to Dean and I for example, am not going 
to, ’m not worried about this, I 

P, I just want to be sure that — 

H.P. Well, let me make three points 
—when I say this, and it’s almost awk- 
ward to say this 
_ PB. That is why Rogers for example 
is recommending a special counsel — 
H.P. Right 

P. He is very much afraid that any- 
body who has been handling the damn 
thing up to this point is going to have 
somebody— 

H.P. Well, there, ah P. [Inaudible] feel 
about that? 

H.P. Well with respect to John Dean 


conversation with Dean touched upon 
three things: (1) leaks—which frankly 
I tel] you I don’t take very seriously— 
see what I mean—that’s part and parcel 
of the Washington business; P. Yeah. 

H.P. (the second) was Dean’s personal 
involvement—that is to say 

P. What did‘ he do. 

‘We Didn’t Suspect Him’? 

H.P. Well we didn’t suspect him but 
what did he do with respect to the 
securing of equipment and records in 
Hunt’s office in connection with the 
motion to suppress where he was a po- 
tential witness for the defense on the 
motion to suppress. And the third was 


; status reports—now from those status 


reports: I spoke to him in terms of 
ultimates, Magruder was a good witness 
in his own behalf. Magruder—the Grand 
Jury didn’t believe what he said about 
the money—but not the testimony itself 
——the result of the testimony. So I don’t 
have any problems... . 

P. That has no problem of (inaudible,? 

H.P. No sir, and I can disclosure to an 
attorney for the government in the 
course of my work. Dean was in addi- 
tion to Counsel for the President, ob- 
viously an attorney for the government 
—and there is not anything improper in 
that. 

P. Right—well good, I am. relieved 
to hear that. ; 

H.P. Now, politically if someone wants 
to say—as they said to Pat Gray—you 
shouldn’t have been talking to John 


Dean. Well, there is no way out of that. 

P. You see that is why I am raising 
the point. . 

HP. There is no way out of that. 

P. That was perfectly proper for Pat 
Gray to talk to Dean you know—as a 
matter of fact, it would be improper 
for him not to. ... H.P. Indeed. 

P. Dean was running the investiga- 
tion of the damn thing and I certainly 
expected him to get all of the FBI in- 
formation he could H.P. Yes. 

P. What the hell-is the FBI for? H.P. 
That’s right. You know—I don’t — 

_P. Gray got a bad rap on that. | 


H.P. I don’t think that—that’s dem- . 
ogoguery I think—I don’t take that . 


seriously. ; 

P. That’s right-—quite right. The sec- 
ond point is that with regard to our 
statement now — the one we talked 
about yesterday—I am working on it 
today—I don’t know whether I can get 
it ready—for probably this afternoon— 
‘put I will give you a call if I do have 
one. I have -decided—I want to tell you 
—roughly it is sort of like the one we 
worked on yesterday—-but also covers 
the Ervin Committee too. We worked 
out a deal with them now where every- 
thing on. executive session, no, every- 
thing on executive privilege we have in 
Executive Session. H.P. Right. 


Executive-Session Plans 


P. The right of executive privilege 
will be reserved and all witnesses will 
appear in public session—that’s the way 
the deal was signed. So they will take 
all of our people in executive. sessions 
discuss matters—you know like they 
bring—the judge brings the lawyers 
around the bench. H.P. I understand— 
yes sir. * : 

P. Does that sound like ‘a good pro- 
cedure to you? H.P. Yes sir—I’ve only 
got one reservation and we alluded to 
this earlier in connection with the Ma- 
gruder plea, and. that is—whether or 
not Senator Ervin will be. willing to 
hold off public sessions that might in- 


terfere with the right of fair trial for 


the others. 
P. Well you and I. know it shouldn’t 
but I mean my point is I’ve got to say 
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P. So they should drop the Committee 
investigation the day the Grand Jury 
took it up seriously. 

H.P. Well your accommodation with 
the Committee makes my job much 
easier now. P. Good—how’s that? Be- 
cause— 

H.P. Well I think he would have been 
very suspicious if I had gone up there 
and there was still the pogsibility of 
some confrontation between you and 
he. P. [inaudible]. 

HP. No, because we still haven’t got- 
ten the assent from— P. Sirica? 

HP. Well, not only Sirica but Ma- 
gruder’s lawyers—we are still waiting 
for them to come back. P. It takes a 
long time—H.P. Yes, sir. 

P. Now with regard to my policy, I 


, think you should know I thought it 


over a lot—where we come out in the 
end we shall see, but can be sure Hal- 
deman, Ehrlichman . . . Dean naturally 
will have to go because he has admit- 


: ted very deep complicity. Right? There 


will be no question about it. H.P. I don’t 
think that... - 
P. Haldeman and Ehrlichman at this 


: point had [inaudible] with Rogers—I 


our [inaudible] should work for the - 
[inaudible] at the White House on it, . 


but that is your job. 
HP. OK. Just so there is nothing 
[inaudible] with it. 

P, I don’t want the damn Ervin Com- 
mittee to go forward—H.P. All right. 
Okay. 

P. I think frankly if I were Mitchell 
I would be praying that the Committee 
did. H.P. Yeah. It gives him delay if 
nothing else. 

P. Correct. Delay! If the Committee 
gets up there and they will splash a lot 
of this—I mean McCord and all the rest 
—in there he’s sure to get a change of 
venue for one thing. Secondly, the thing 
that he’d be [inaudible] of these days, 
seems to .me, venue is the television and 
the rest, it’s ah, I think the Ervin Com- 
mittee would be highly irresponsible to 
move forward. 

H.P. That’s right, P. [inaudible]. H.P. 
That’s right. 


not only let him read what you had 
given me-but then I elaborated every- 
thing I knew about this thing. His judg- 


‘ment is this that on Ehrlichman it is a 


very thin [inaudible]. H.P. Very. thin 
indeed. : 

-P. Never going to [inaudible] he 
said particularly he said if they have 
any witnesses for the fact. that he 
handed a packet to the Director of the 
FBI and Hunt didn’t leave the country 


{inaudible} discussions. I don’t know—_ 


I am not trying to judge it—but. 

H.P. No, I understand—I agree that 
itis very thin. - , 

P. They better have a damn lot more 
than that or they are not going to get 
Ehrlichman. H.P. That’s right. 

P. On that—they may get him on 
‘something else. And the other point 
was, that you made, was Dean. said 
that he had talked—that Liddy had told 


him everything on June 19th. You re- 
member? H.P. Yes, sir. 


P. Do you know when he told Ehr- 
lichman? H.P. No, sir. P. In California 
after Ehrlichman had been there in 
March—February?—in March. : 

HP. Dean told Ehrlichman then? 

P. That’s right. So, it is a curious 
thing as to—Gray’s concern to me. I said 
Dean hasn’t told you he didn’t tell him 
ahead of Ehrlichman but I mean that he 
didn’t run right over and tell him. 

HP. No. No 


‘A Point Defined 


P. The point is that Dean conducted 
his investigation. and did not come to 
Ehrlichman and say “look we have to 
go on Mitchell” because that’s what 
that was really about. 

HP. Yeah. 

P, Liddy had involved himself and 
subsequently said Mitchell. and Ma- 
gruder. That’s what I understand’ to be 
the truth of the case. 


HP, Well what Liddy in effect said © 


was—what he admitted was that he 
was present at the Watergate—Dean 
already knew from prior dealings that 
Liddy was involved; you see? 


P. Oh, I see—present at Watergate? 

HP. That’s right. , ae 

P. Oh, I thought he also—tI thought 
you said—he told everything—that yo 
had copies of everything... ; 

HP. Well I think that.is correct. He 
probably filled in the details but you 
recall at least from the meeting ih 
February in Mitchell’s office, Dean 
knew what Liddy was up to. P. Yeah. 

HP. Because he had come back td 
Haldeman and said we should 2 

P. Yeah a 

HP. not be involved with that— 

P, That’s right—with that—[expletive 
deleted] : 

HP. That's right. That’s right. 

P. flaughs] . : os 

P. Which makes it more credible 
when you use all salty words. oY 

HP. Laughter. Soon 
. P. OK Now—this brings us to a basi¢ 
command decision with regard — with 
regard to what you do about. White 
House people. The main thing is 


‘finaudible] and you can look at it in 


terms of the fact that anybody who 
this touches should go out—without— 
[inaudible}. : Be 
"You can look at it in terms of the 
fact that if it touches them {ingudible] 
that clearly apart from whether or ndt 
anything legal stands up. Let’s suppose 
—just take Ehrlichman is a.case in 
point —that this thing brought in by, 
[inaudible] that proves to be [inaudible] 
don’t get anything.else on Ehrlichman 
then the question is that nevertheless 
that in itself would raise a cloud over 
Ehrlichman. That would mean that he 
would be no longer be useful. 3 

Therefore, your advice—on Sunday 
or least it was now—sack Haldeman; 
Ehrlichman and Dean now—all three— 
because in the one case Dean should 
know he has admitted complicity—in 
the other case there is a. possibility of 
charges which may not be true and 
which may not be indictable but which 
from the standpoint of the public wilt 
so involve them that it will cut off 
their legs. And let me say—I under- 
stand the point as well—the only thing 
is the question of how and when you 
do it—and as that I [inaudible]. And so 
I have decided to handle each on ap 
individual basis—and by that I mean 
that our policy generally will be that 
anyone who refused to cooperate will} 
of course, be sacked immediately. os 

Anyone who is indicted at this time 
will be put on-leave—indefinite leave— 
until he is tried. You don’t—That TS. 
our system. Now, if. you indict some- 
body, I will then put them on leave 
indefinitely which means he is out of a 
job—he’ll have to go. What would hap- 


-pen in that instance I think, of course, 


is that most of the people that are in- 

volved here would resign immediately 

so that—I am just saying ; 
“HP. I understand. © 


‘Now Comes Gray Area’ 


P, That the least of the [inaudible} is 
that you are going to leave—the guy: 
says—oh hell no, I can never come 
back after four or five months of trial 
That’s what we would say at this point, 


—_~ 


It gives them a chance. Now comes the 
gray area—if any charge is made pub- 
licly—you see—I don’t mean in The 
Washington Post or The Los Angeles 
Times but I mean publicly by Magruder 
in open court—any charges are made 
(not released by the grand jury) publicly. 
which corroborate in any way against 
anybody on the White House staff then 
he will be asked to take leave also. 
HP. Umm-uh. 

Pp, Then, of course, what will happen 
probably—I would predict—I know—. 
they will come in and resign. I meat 
they will come in and say, look I can’t 
do my job so I am going to go. But that 
I mean, the point is—my position is— 
indictment means—well, ah—failurée to 
cooperate—you’re fired; indictment 
means you are asked to take leave until 


you are cleared, Then the individual will. 


say “I can’t do my job” if he is a top 


individual, or if it is a secretary, for. 


example, . . . H.P. Oh, yeah, I undet- 
stand, 

P. [inaudible] The big three—Deaun, 
Haldeman and Ehrlichman—and third, 
in the area of charges—charges are 
made—what I am thinking of here is 
Magruder—Magruder goes into open 
court—As I understand what will hap- 
pen is you make a statement in open 
court which will name Mitchell for sure 
— HP. Well— P. and might name 
Haldeman and might name Ehrlichman. 
Right? 


iP, Well, what we propose to do is | 


file a one count conspiracy indictment 
that would name Magruder and un- 
indicted co-conspirators. P. And put 
their names in the indictment? H.-P. Yes, 
sir. P, Unindicted. 


‘Magruder Is Mainly Before’ = 


“HP. Co-conspirators, Then when the 
court questions the defendant with re- 
spect to the facts that reflect his guift, 
Magruder then would be expounded on 
the. indictment and in effect stating 
what the evidence was. P. On the un- 
indicted co-conspirators this is Magrud- 
er—but that would be on the Watergate 
side—that would be both before and 
after. Magruder’ is mainly before on 
this — 

HP, Well, he is ; also involved in the 
obstruction. P. He is, fine, then he is+- 
HP. Because he perjured himself before 
the grand jury— P. Yep. H.P....at the 


suggestion of others. P. So what you, 
would have on Magruder you would 
Magruder | ‘can say as far as the President is 


say we _ hereby indict 
and the following unindicted co-conspir- 
ators which means that an -unindicted 


—explain to me what unindicted cO- 


conspirators means. 

H.P. That just means that for one 
reason or another we don’t want to 
charge them at the time. For example, 
I am indicted—you're named as an un- 
indicted co-conspirator. You are just as 
guilty as I am but you are a witness— 
we are not going to prosecute you. P..I 
need to know that because [inaudible]. 
HP. But all those people that we name— 
we propose to name only to the extent 
that we feel we can corroborate. The 
one thing we can’t afford to do is to 
name, for example, John Mitchell and 
then come up six months later without 
enough evidence to nail him. 


131i 


P, Or for that matter—Ehrlichrexn, - 


H.P. That’s right. 


P. Or Haldeman or anybody else. 


‘KEP. That’s right. 

*. B. In other words, you are going to 
put in there people you know you can 
iidict. H.P. That’s right. Now— 

“"'P. Well then Plt (inaudible)}—I can 
consider that a sit H.P. That’s 
‘right. 


‘P. That’s right—in tise words, if 


-they’re in that I would then -say—any- 
body that was an unindicted co-con- 
spirator would then be. irimediately put 
on leave. H.P. It would.. 

“P. Get my point? H.P. That's right. 

P. That’s what V’'ll tell them I will do. 
Now the other thing I want to tell you 
though that-—-and*I say this strongly— 
‘T-have thought about it a lot—i don’t 


care what you do on immunity to . 


Strachan or any other second people 
but you can’t give immunity to any top 
péople—not Dean—needless to say you 
‘don’t want to to Haldeman or Ehrlich- 
‘man. Dean is the counsel to the Presi- 
dent—after the flap with Gray—I went 
aver this with. Rogers—he says—after 
‘your flap on the Gray thing. and the 
rest—it would like that, you’re.. 


,,H.P. Right—you know why I nate, 


“Pp. I just want you to know that you 


ir give immunity but I will have to talk . 
(inaudible). H.P. OK, well, let me put. it | 


‘this way, I will not do that without 


your knowledge. If it is necessary for’ 


me to do that I will come to you first 
‘and then we can reach an agreement 
‘that yes you will have to disavow it 
@nd that was the decision of the prose- 
cutor. I don’t want to make that de- 
cision, Mr. President. I don’t want to 
immunize John Dean; I think he is. too 
high in the echelon. but—it’s. a— 


Prosecutor’s Decision 


“Pp, The prosecutor’s got the right to 
thake that decision? H.P. Yes, sir. 

4. P, You better, I think... H.P. The 
point of it is, if it comes to a question 
--P. I think it would—look—because 
your close relationship with Dean— 
which has been. very close—it would 


dJook like a straight ‘deal—now that’s 


just the’ way. you’ve ‘got to figure: it. 
34P. That’s right. . 
iP, The prosecutor has got to know— 


concerned if John Dean gets (inaudible) 
then I don’t care—but Ehrlichman, 


Haldeman and all the rest (inaudible)— 


why the hell did we give him immuni- 
zation and not the poor damn Cubans? 
It just doesn’t sound right. H.P. Right. 
“ Pp. It doesn’t sound right—it isn’t 
Boing to sound good for you—because 
of your relationship—it isn’t going to 
sound good for the President. H.P. Ah, 
well I hope we don’t have to do that— 
I would rather have a plea to a lesser 
offense by Dean. I think too that it’s 
going to look awful. We are in no 
disagreement on that at all. ~ 

P. It would look awful, it really 
would, particularly... H.P.-The thing 
that scares the hell out of me is this— 


suppose Dean is the only key to Halde- . 


man and Ehrlichman and the refusal 
to, immunize Dean means that Halde- 
raan- and Ehrlichman go free. That is 
the decision that we are going to ulti- 
mately come. down to. 
~ P. Well you will have to come into 
me with what you’ve got (inaudible) 
then there...H.P. I will. 
uw:P. And let me handle Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman. H.P. I will sir 

P. Do you get’ my point? 


“.cH.P. ¥es, sir. 


-- P. If it comes down ‘5: that—I may 
have to move on Haldeman and Ehrlich- 
than—then for example you come to 
me and say look here’s what—Look I 
am not going to do anything to Halde- 
man and Ehrlichman just because of 
what Dean says—I can’t do that. It’s 
‘got to be corroborated. ’ HP. I agree 
with that. 

7.P. Do you agree with that? HP. Yes 
sir—I am not going to do anything 
with. those two unless-it is corrobo- 
rated either. 


’ 4.$P. Dean is—I find, has told two or 


three different stories. I didn’t realize 
iteuntil lately. I guess when a guy is 
‘scared he doesn’t— H.P. He is a man 
under preat pressure. 
«.P, Sure, I feel for the poor— HP, So 
‘da. I. He took a lot—hé knows’ 
4 3 uP, He is a fine lawyer. - ‘ 

HP, A thirty-four-year-old man with 
a bright future— 
* BP. Sure, he’s worked his— and (in- 
audible) everything —I understand it, 
‘but I cannot, for example, in good 
conscience - and, you can’t in good 
‘eonscience say that you are going to 
Send Haldeman and Ehrlichman—or 
anybody for that matter—or Colson— 
down the tube on the uncorroborated 
evidence of John Dean. You see —so 
‘basically what your problem is and the 
problem of the prosecutors is to find 
some corroboration for Dean. H. P. Pre- 
Ae right. 


Question of Immunity 


“-p, If you come in to me with Dean 
-phis corroboration and you tell me that 
‘then we have a difficult decision on 
‘whether or not we want to immunize 
him. H.P. That the importance... 

> p, ...or whether we have ‘these fel- 
lows just leave. H.P. That is the impor- 
“tance of Strachan. | 

“.:P, It may be that in that instance— 
‘you see that is the other point—of 
course with Strachan you're jinaudible). 
Another way you can handle that-—it 
_décurs to me—is that—Haldeman ‘and 
‘Ehrlichman—well let’s take one, Iet’s 
‘take Haldeman, for example, no— 
Ehrlichman—Ehrlichman is the best 
“€ase—or Colson even, because they 


“seem to be more ‘tangential than Halde- 


man, ‘right? 
‘"H.P. Both are more tangential ‘than 


‘-Haldeman—yes, sir. 


_ “P. Right, let’s take Ehrlichman—let’s 
“sdy that the only testimony we have is 
something about (inaudible)—and so 
for and so on—something about . that 
‘Dean is supposed to have told him 
“about the Liddy operation or something 
in March. All: right—so is he a co- 
‘conspirator? Let’s suppose you cannot 
get anybody to corroborate that—All 
right, then the question is, however, 


then that is one thing. If on the other 
&and— you wouldn’t sack Ehrlichman, 
% that? 4 

HP. Mr. President, I wouldn’t prose- 
cute Ehrlichman for that. 


P. But you might sack him? HELP. Yes : 


sir. 

P. Now the second point is, let us 
suppose... H.P. I mean if he were a - 
junior partner in the Petersen-Nixon 
law. firm out-in Oskosh, I would not. 
But as senior advisor to the President 
of the United States I would. That is 
the difference. 

P. Yeah. Now you come to the other 
point. Suppose you have Dean in a po- 
sition of where he makes this charge 
against Ehrlichman—no, what I am get: 
ting at—no, no, no my point is where 
you come in and say look I’ve got this 
charge—wait a minute this is unsub- 
stantiated—but let us suppose you have 
witnesses who give testimony — and 
credible witnesses who give testimony 

..-and credible witnesses—the other 
way? Then what: would you do with 
Ehrlichman on. that? You have heard— | 
Colson apparently for example is sup- 
posed to know about that—and who | 
else was there when they talked about 
the, the, ah? H.P. Clemency? 

P. What? Pat. Gray oh talked HP. 
About—Pat Gray? 

P. Leaving the country and all. that 
business—Colson? H.P. Liddy— 

P. Was Liddy there? H.P. Liddy gets 
his instructions from Dean. | 

'. —. Yeah, All right, so Dean... ELP. . 
Liddy passes the information on to 
Hunt. 

P. Dean H.P. Hunt tells us in the 
Grand Jury that Liddy said his princi-| 
pals said that I should do this. 
_ P. Yeah, H.P. Hunt doesn’t know who 
the principals are P. Right H.P. ...he 
says at this stage of the proceeding. 
Even if he does know,: ; 

P. Right. H.P. he knows only by hear- 
say P: Right H.P. ... and probably not 
going to be admissible. 

P. This is where you're going to get 
the corroboration. 

H.P. Iam not. sure that we are. I am 
not sure that we are. : 

P. See, that’s where you give me the 
tough problem. But on the other hand 
it seems to me that on that basis the 
better way to handle it is for you to 
rather than immunizing Dean—you see 
if you immunize him for something that 
can’t be corroborated, it’s a straight deal 
between—you know what I mean. Well, 
I can see Mitchell saying —well John 
Dean was-talking too much to Henry 
Peterson, and Peterson did this and 
Dean pulled the plug on him and he had 
no time te lie. You know?) * 

H.P. It’s possible. 

P. And it’s a bad rap, but ah, I’m (in- 
audible). H.P. But we are not going to 
do that Mr. President—we are going to 
have ... will have corroborative wit- 
nesses all along the line. 

P. Yes, sure. H.P. But I see the prob- 
lem and I feel—I think we are looking 
at it a little bit differently—. 

P. Sure. H.P. And I see the problem 
in two dimensions and, of course, I see 
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it in this respect as a neophite. Obvi- 
ously you and Bill Rogers are much more 
experienced in these affairs than I, but 
maybe because'I am a neophite and one 
of the public I see it perhaps more clear- 
ly, at least from a different point of 
view. It seems to me— 

P, It’s the taint. H.P. That it’s just the 
things that they have done impairs you. 

‘Question of Immunity’ . 

P. I understand. Understand and I 
agree with you on that. My point though 
now is a different one—it is the ques- 
tion of the immunity. That worries hell 
out of me. H.P. Well that— 

P. The immunity worries me for the 
reason that it just is. I don’t think it’s 
good to give it. I don’t think in view of 
the fact that we had this hell of a flap— 
you know that is the reason Gray wasn’t 
confirmed—because of Dean. H.P. Well 
Mr. President— ~ . 
> P, We go in and give it. . . HP. If 
I could only put your mind at ease— 
T have been. arguing with those prosecu- 
tors for three days on this issue. ~ 

BI. think you’ve got to understand, 
I am not saying this because of Halde- 
man—I am not suggesting this about 
Strachan or a secretary or anybody else 
—no immunity all the way down the 
line, but it occurred to me that particu- 
larly in talking to Rogers said how in 
the hell can they give John Dean im- 
munity. after he’s the guy that sunk Pat 


Gray. : 

HP. Well if I sound like a devil’s ad- 
vocate—I:am. I have.‘been saying the 
same to the prosecutors—how in the 
hell can I immunize John Dean? 

P. That’s the point. Well, I feel it 
strongly-—I mean—just understand I am 
not: trying ‘to protect anybody—I want 
the damn facts if you can get the facts 
from Dean and I don’t care whether— 

H.P. Mr. President, if I thought you 
were trying to protect somebody, I 
would have walked out. 

P. If he doesn’t testify in open court 
—or anything of that sort it doesn’t 
make any difference—I am going to 
make my decision on the basis of what 
you tell me Dean has told you and-— 
just a little feel of the whole thing. But 
I’ve got.to do it my way. H.P. I know— 
no problem with that. 

P. I’ve got to get (inaudible) handle 
on it so what I am going to do is this— 
when charges are made—if your charge 
is made that certain co-conspirators, and 
so forth and so on-—out!—even when the 
are unindicted—out, out—so that takes 
care of that. But that is the time to do 


it, and I am going to say that—oh, I am ~ 


not going to use your technical terms. 
H.P. Well that is understandable. - 
P. But I am just going to indicate that 
there must be cooperation, that if there 
is any evidence to indict anybody on... 
H.P. Let me ask you this, Mr. President, 
what would you do if we filed indict- 
ment against Magruder, hypothetically, 
andé— 
P. Yeah— Magruder or Dean? H.P. 
Magruder. 
P. Magruder—oh you have indicted 
him. H.P. To which he is going to plead, 
and we named as unindicted co-con- 
spirators everybody but Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman—never mind that the varia- 


tion improves between them for the 
moment— 

P. That you would name Colson for 
example? H.P. Well I don’t know about 
Colson—Colson is again peripheral, but 


’ Mitchell, LaRue, Mardian—what—have 


you... 
P. Colson was a big fish in my opin- 
ion. H.P. Yeah, and a 


P. Would you name Dean for ex- 
ample? H.P. Oh yes. ; : 

P. Oh yes he was—H.P. And we name 
all of those people. We leave out Halde- 
mand and Ehriichman. Now one of the 
things we had thought about. 

P. I get your point. H.P. Leaving them 
out was to give you time and room to 
maneuver with respect to the two of 
them. d ; 

P. Let me ask you—-can I ask you-- 
talking in the President’s office? H.-P. 
Yes Sir. : 

(Sets up appointment—had to take 
time out to sign some papers) 

P, You see, we’ve got to run the gov- 
ernment, too. (inaudible). 

P. You mean if Haldeman and Ehrlich- 
man leave-you will not indict them? H.P, 
No sir, I didn’t say that. i 

P, That would be a strange (inaudi- 
ble). H.P. No—it was not a question of 
that—it was a question of whether or 
not they were publicly identified in that 
pleading at that time. - 

P: Yeah. H.P, And, well, for example, 
as a scenario—that comes out and you 
say— 

P. (inaudible) H.P. this is a shocking 
relevation. 

P. Yeah. H.P. As a consequence of 
that I have consulted and I have just 
decided to clear out everybody here 
who might have had—and as a con- 
sequence Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Halde- 
man are going. Thereafter, we would 
proceed with the evidence wherever it 
took us, That is what we were thinking 
ahout to be perfectly honest with you. 

P. Well you really ought to include 
them (inaudible) if you include the 
others. H.P. Well— 

P. Oh, you don’t want names in the 
indictment of Magruder. H.P. That’s 
right—unless we were able to go for- 
ward. Well, I don’t want to belabor the 
point—I have made it clear that my 
view that I think they have made you 
very, very vulnerable. I think they have 
made you wittingly or unwittingly very, 
very vulnerable to rather severe critic- 
ism because of their action. At. least in 
public forums they ‘eroded confidence 
in the office of the Presidency by their 
actions. Well you know it, I don’t have 
to belabor it here. 

P, Well, let’s begin with this proposi- 
tion. Let’s not get in the wicket where 
we’ve got Dean in an immunity position. 
He’ll talk. He'll talk. 

H.P. Well that’s another thing. Have 
you decided to accept Dean’s resigna- 
tion? 

P, No, I have decided I have to treat 
them all the same. H.P. I was going to 
say that would be terrible. The effect 
is he would be out talking to the press 
immediately. : 

P. Oh no, no, no—I told Dean I was 
going to handle them all the same (in- 


audible)—no that would be unfair. H.P. 
I agree. 

P. Absolutely. H.P. I agree. : 

P. No, No, I talked to Dean about it— 
he said well he would do it if they did 
it too. He would like to de it if they did 
too, and I said well we are not going 
to do it on a conditional bagis—]. said 
stay on until we see what happens. No, 
I am not going to condemn Dean until 
he has a chance to present himself. Mo, 
he is. in exactly the same position: they 
are. in. 2 Rae 

H.P. All right, O.K. 

P. You see that’s the point: see I 
all three in the same bag, ; 

H.P. Very good. P: How does that 
sound to you? Do you see what I mean? 
H.P. Yes, indeed. : 

P, So they have the same rule and if 
Strachan comes in, I am. not going to 
throw Strachan out simply because he’s 
been down before the Grand Jury. H.P. 
No—I agree with that. P. If you put his 
name in that indictment, ’'m going to 
throw him out. 

H.P, Well you know Strachan right 
at this point is debating whether he 
wants to be a potential defendant or a 
witness, one . 

P. You’ve got him down there now 
haven’t you? H.P. Well, he’s not down 
there now—his lawyer called around 
noon time and we told him go back and 
talk to your client and let us know one 
way or another. .— _ ead 

'P, Right. (Pause).Oh you mean you're 
not covering the immunity thing there? 
H:P. No—but we have to distinguish be- 
tween variations of immunity. P. What? 
’ HP. In all probability there is not 
enough evidence to. implicate Stratchan 
as-a—. P. Principal, =. 

H.P.. Principal. There maybe some 
evidence to reflect some degree of cul- 
pability, but he is at least. at the point 
in our judgment a fringe character. The 
type of person where we would not have 
to formally immunize him-—we would 
say look. P..Yeah. .. . 

H.P. You are.a witness rather than a 
defendant—tell us what you know. 

P. What you’ mean—you are telling 
him you will not prosecute him? . 

HP. That’s right but it is  distin- 
guished from formal immunity which 


requires— P. Oh, I see... . H.P. A filing 


in court. ; 
P. What you say—Look we are having 
you here as a witness and we want you 
totalk. |. ie : 
H.P.. That is described as immunity 
by estoppel. P. I see, I see—that’s fair 


put 


enough. H.P. That is really the prosecu- 


tor’s bargain. 

P. That is much better basically than 
immunity—let me say I am not, I guess 
my point on Dean is a matter of principle 
—it is a. question of the fact that I am 
not trying to do Dean in—I would like 
to.see him save himself but I think find 
a way to do it without—if you go the 
immunity route I think we are going to 


2 EAN a = 


catch holy hell for it. H.P. Seares hell : 


out of me. 


P. Rogers says (expletive removed) : 


he says “Tell Peterson [expletive re- 
toved] If you give them immunity here 
—he sees [inaudible] the Gray thing and 
all the rest—Dean is.” Whatever area 


we think Dean is in, in the public mind, ° 
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' he is a big shot. Ervin thinks he is a big 


shot, the whole Senate Judiciary Com- 

mittee—Dean is the guy that the whole 

Executive Privilege thing is about. So we 

give him immunity? I hadn’t thought 

about it when you. first talked about it. 
' A Tough Decision 

H.P. I have—indeed. It is the toughest 
decision I have facing me. 

P. Well what the hell—he can talk 
without any immunity can’t he? Oh I 
guess if he-is a defendant he wouldn’t 
talk to you. H.P, That’s right. 

P. [Inaudible] of course he. wouldn’t 
[inaudible]. Is that your problem? 

H.P. You know if I get—yes—of 
course even if I come up with a lesser 
charge that-darin Sirica is just liable 
to blast hell out of all of us to prevent 
him to plead even to a lesser charge. 
The ideal position would be the same as 
Magruder—you plead to one count fel- 
ony indictment—take your chances, 

P, That is what Magruder agreed to 
plead to? H.P. That’s right. . 

P. To one count felony indictment. 

H.P. And that’s what we are trying 
to work out with Dean and that’s 
where the... 


P. (inaudible) H.P. Five years - max. 

P. Five years-Out in two years? 
H.P. Probably 

P. That’s the way it works, isn’t it? 
HP. Yes Sir. 


P, Dean’s lawyers say (inaudible) 

H.P. Dean’s lawyers say we will try 
this whole damn Administration. 

P. Huh? H.P. They say we'll try this 
whole Administration. - 

P. Yeah, I know. I heard that. So 
that puts you in a hard spot. 

H.P. That’s right. I don’t know, I am 
just aghast at the whole damn thing 
and you must be too. Because I see no 
thyme, reason - ; 

_ P. Slightly H.P. anything to... 

P. Yeah - for all this treatment - for 
this? 

H.P. And you know, I look at John 
Mitchell and I have admired him - and 

P. Yeah - I know - good man. -H.P. 
and I’m just shocked. ‘ 

P.. But what happened we know is 
this: These jackasses got off. ..see this 
Liddy is crazy and Hunt and that whole 
bunch conducted this (inaudible) Mitch- 
ell wasn’t minding the store and Ma- 
gruder is a weak fellow - and the damn 
thing - and then afterwards they com- 
Pounded it by what happened after- 
wards. H.P. That’s right. 

P. They were caught in it and they 
said - Oh we can’t - and basically they 
were trying to protect Mitchell - let’s 
face it. You know that. 

H.P. Well, you know LaRue broke 
down and cried like a baby yesterday, 

P. He did? That’s too bad. 

H.P. He was not so bad on admit- 
ting the obstruction of justice and sub- 
oration. Resigned, said he’d probably 
plead - said he didn’t even. think it 
worthwhile to bring a lawyer with him 

ah, : 

P. He had (inaudible) H.P. Not fully 
- he broke down but when it came to 
testifying about John Mitchell he just 
broke down and started to cry. It is a 
terrible thing... ~ ; 


Pp, (inaudible) as we all do, but we 
are going to do the right thing. Don’t 
you worry about that. I am just trying 
to do the right thing in the way that 
is... 

H.P. Mr, President, if I didn’t have 
confidence in you - I wouldn’t be here. 
P. Yeah. H.P. You know— P. Yeah. 

i Did we do any good on the Liddy 
call? 

age I aon know - Maroulis, 

- Gnaudible) H.P. his lawyer, flew 
down P. (inaudible) me 

H.P. and we had Liddy brought over 
to a cell block of DC Court ana made 
him available - and that was yesterday 
and of course I am sure Liddy is think- 
Ing it over - but we'll see. That man 
1s a mental case. . . (inaudible) i 

H.P. I guess Bill Rogers was shocked 
too? (Pause) God Almighty.. 


‘Everybody Is Shocked’ 


P. Bill - I think everybody is shocked, 
but we are in it. So what do you do? In 
this thing - in these things ~ you've got 
them, you handle them and g0 on to 
something else - that’s what we are 
going to do. 

H.P. Damn, I admire your strength. 
I tell you, P. Well, that’s what we are 
here for, . 

H.P. Well I know but I’ve been 

government long enough ., . 
’ P, Frankly, the Dean thing troubles 
the hell out of me—I would like in one 
sense I would like to see the poor 
bastard you know, out of it and in 
another sense I think the immunity 
thing scares me to death. 

H.P. Well it does me too. I agree. 

P. How shall we leave that? You will 
go back and—you haven’t made a deci- 
sion then? 4 

H.P, Weill we're still negotiating. . 

P. You are going to try to see if you 
can get it another way— een oes 

H.P, That’s right—that solves the 
problem for me—and if’. .; , 

P. But you may not be able to and 
then we will have to get Dean: He is 
the only one, so—otherwise: you go the 
other way. Be 

H.P_ Yeah. Incidentally,.I talked with 
Pat Gray again— 

P. Yeah ; 

H.P. I went back again today P. Do 
you think you can put. that piece to- 
gether? d 

HELP, Yes sir—lll tell you what hap- 
pened, He said he met with Ehrtichman 
—in Ehrlichman’s office—Dean was 
there and they told him they had some 
stuff. in Hunt’s office that was utterly 
unrelated to the Watergate Case. They 
gave him two manilla envelopes that 
were sealed. He took them. He says, 
they said get rid of them. 

Dean doesn’t say that. Dean says I 
didn’t want to get rid of them so I 
gave them to Gray. But in any event, 
Gray took them back, and I said Pat 
where are they, and he said I burned 
them. And I said— ; 

P. He burned them? 

H.P. I said that’s terrible. 

P. Unrelated—only thing -he can say 
was—he did it because it was political 
stuff I suppose? H.P. Well, you know, 
the cynics are not going to believe it 
was unrelated. 

P. Oh yes of course. 

H.P. I said, did you read it? 


around 


P. Who handed it to him, Dean? Who 
knows the contents? H.P. Dean and 
Ehrlichman. Dean—Gray says he never 
looked at it—never read it. say 

P. Did Dean?—did we ask Dean what 
the contents were? H.P, I didn’t ask 
Dean because he said it was— 

P. Did anybody? H.P. Not. at this 
point. We’ll have get to that obviously. 
P..Sure. Dumb. damn thing to do. H.-P. 
I think it is incredible and I just— P. 
Why didn’t he just put it (inaudible) 
HP. I said, Pat, why did you do it. 
P, Pat’s naive. H.P. He said—well, I 
suppose because I took them at their 
word. (Someone apparently brought in 
a statement.) 

P. (Inaudible) Oh, this is a (inaudible) 
Senate Select Committee. Let me read | 

it to you if you can (inaudible) it for | 
me a little. “For several weeks Senator . 
Ervin and Senator Baker and their 
counsel have been in’ contact with 
White House representatives, Mr. 
Ehrlichman and Mr. Garment. They 
have been talking about ‘ground rules 
to preserve the separation of powers 
without stressing facts. I believe that 
the committee ground rules that have 
been adopted totally preserve the doc- 
trine. They provided the—appearance 
by a witness named—in the first in- 
stance to be in executive session if 
appropriate. Second, the executive priv- 
ilege would be expressly preserved 
(inaudible) proceeding would be tele- 
vised (inaudible)—that has never been 
a central issue especially since the 
separation of powers problem is other- 
wise solved:” (inaudible) Does that 
sound right to you? H.P. Yes, sir. 

.P. Forthcoming and so forth, and so 
forth? All White House staff will appear 
and testify under oath and (inaudible) 
all proper questions fully as far as I 
am concerned. Second announcement—- 
“When the Watergate case (inaudible) 
several weeks ago, I began to look into 
this matter as a result of printed stories 
in the press and private information 
which had come to me—private infor- 
mation? H.P. I don’t think that ought to 
be there. 

P. Basically it was the LaRue thing 
—not the LaRue—but the McCord thing 
that really set my invest...that is 
when [ started to work with my... 
H.P. I don’t see how you can say pri- 
vate information that came to you > 
without... P. Yeah. H.P. Almost. be-! 


coming personally involved—at least.as: . 


a result of a witness... P. As a result 
of some very serious charges that’ 
were... H.P. Yes, I think that has to 
be modified. (noise of paper being’ 
moved around—obviously the President 
was working on the statement.) 

P. We could say that I—what was 
the term we used?—this says real 
progress has been made—that isn’t 
very good—what is the term that we 
wanted to say about significant devel- 
opments? H.P. Significant developments 
is a term— P. Any person in the execu- 
tive branch who is indicted by the 
grand jury, my policy would be to 
immediately suspend him. If he is con- 
victed he would be automatically dis- 
charged. No person in past or present 
positions: of importance can (inaudible) 
the prosecution. 
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H.P. I don’t think you ought to say © 


that, Mr. President. I mean, I think that 
is fine for you and I to share your con- 
cerns on that, but to state that publicly 
seems to me will have tendency to 
prevent people from coming in. In 
effect, we will be right back to where 
we were without the immunity statute 
—where the Fifth Amendment is a com- 
plete bar. Now even if we never utilize 
immunity the fact that it is there and 
can be used to strip them of the Fifth 
Amendment rights is a terrible impor- 
tant tactic to have available. That 
phrase in there takes that tactic away 
from us. P. The ‘tactic of? H.P. Of 
immunity. ; 

P. This doesn’t refer to... H.P. For 
example, we might want to immunize 
Strachan . 

P. Well, no, no— : 


‘Person of Importance’ 


H.P. Well then you get into a ques- 
tion of who is a person of importance— 
Washington Post may very well think 
that Strachan is a person of importance. 
Anybody who works at the White House 
is a person of importance as distin- 
guished from—minor underlings so far 
as you are concerned. 

P. Should we say major government 
employees? Government employees hold- 
ing major positions—how is that? H.-P. 
I would prefer that we not say it. 

P. Weil I am just trying to cover my 
tracks on. the Dean thing—that is all. 
HP. Yes. : 

P, And if he is—then that is the U.S. 
Attorney’s job. : 

H.P. But that is a sophisticated point 
isn’t it? ; 

P. Yeah. Sure, we could say that 
was let off? Oooh ae a8 

H.P. Oh, it is a sophisticated point 
after the fact but at this point in time 
in conjunction with this statement it is 
going to take a rather astute reporter to 
raise it. Is immunity going to be uti- 
lized?—the question is easily defended— 
you know—that is a prosecutorial tactic 
and that will be handled by the prose- 
cutors if any when it is necessary. 

P. Right. H.P. You could say I would 
hope—P. Yeah. H.P. That no significant 
figures would be immunized I express 
my—I want to put something—many of 


you know—I would hope—what could 


I say? I-would hope any major—any 


official holding a major position, ah . 


HP, I have expressed my concern. 
P. My—I express my view H.P. To the 
Department of Justice : 

P. to the Department of Justice that 
no person, that it is my expressed view 
to the Dept. that no persons should be 
immunized. H.P.-No—that is too strong. 

P, Huh? HP. That is too strong. That’s 
a double entendre if you like— P. Al- 
right—what would you say then? H.P. 
In effect that says that you are taking 
away a prosecutorial tool from them. 

P. I express my view to the appro- 
priate authorities—shall we say— H.P. 
That would weaken it. - gt AE 

P. to the appropriate authorities that 


I do not favor—H.P. I have expressed ~ 


my hope to the appropriate authorities 


that it would not be necessary to im- . 


munize any major official in order to 
develop a prosecutable case. ; 


P. OK—I’ve got it. Henry—otherwise 
it is nothing new—(inaudible) through 
the appropriate ways—-that all White 
House especially are expected to co- 
operate fully—we said that—with the 
U.S. Dept. H.P. With the prosecution P. 
With the prosecution H.P. With the 
prosecution team. P. With the prosecu- 
tion team. It says I have (inaudible) an 
occasion to attempt to pass the word to 
others who might be able to help to 
(inaudible) cooperation. I don’t that 
means anything H.P. I don’t think that 
means anything and I think it says too 
much. 


‘A Little Running Room’ 


P. Yeah, well what you. are in effect 
saying to me, as I say, I want to be 
very clear on the Haldeman/Ehrlich- 
man thing. That if they were left out 
of the nonindictable list it gives me a 
little running room. I want to be very 
clear, that understood? H.P. That’s 
right, that’s right. : 

P,. It doesn’t mean that they aren’t 
eventually be indicted if you get the 
facts. H.P. That’s right. 

P. But it does mean that they have 
an oppor...they aren’t canned as a 
result of the fact—that is what we are 
really. getting down to isn’t it— you 
would have to put Dean on that list, 
wouldn't you? H.P. Yes Sir. 

P. I guess you would have to with 
everything with him because basically 
Magruder is going to name him. H.P. 
That’s right. 

P. Hmp. H.P.. And, if we get down 
to... ; . 

P. Magruder is not naming Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman though. That is the 
problem is it? 
- HP. Yes but he does—but not in 
firsthand sense— : 


P, Only by hearsay. H.P. But you see, 
if he makes that statement in open 
court— 

P. Yeah, I get it. H.-P. It seems to me 
it makes your practical difficulties just 
as severe as if we had named him in 
the first place. ; 

P. Well I am glad to get this kind of 
stuff so I get a clear view of every- 
thing—what the options are. H.P. And 
if we frankly—if we think that Sirica is 


‘going to elicit that kind of statement 


we will include him in the charge. to 
the extent that we can. 
P, Yeah—sure ‘you don’t want to.,. 
H.P. Subject only to the fact that we 
can corroborate it later on. oo 
P. Timing now. What about Ma- 
gruder, you don’t expect him tomor- 
row? H.P.. Well.I told them... Probably 
not today, but I guarantee you at least 
twelve hours notice, . ? 
_P. Can you give me that much? H.P. 
I will guarantee you that. I will hold it 


“up to make certain you get it. 


P. Yeah. The only—yeah. On the 
other hand I suppose you should say 
(inaudible) story—it got a hell of a big 
play. H.P. I didn’t sve it.. # 

P, And other stories that are not so 
likely to (inaudible) could, could—evy- 
erything is likely to blow around here. 


But at least you give me the—there is 


a, 


nothing in this that we irritate the fact 
that do we (inaudible) til down. there in 
that court we know this damn (in- 
audible. H.P. That’s right. 3 
P. So basically we are in a pretty 
good position to say—that except as I 
said I don’t want The Washington Post 
to break this case. H.P, That’s right. 


We don’t either. on 


P. I want the Department of Justice 


—and, frankly, the White House—be- 


cause aS you can see we'll cooperate 
(inaudible). 

_ P. OK—I can see what you mean. 
You would anticipate then that if you 
didn’t include Haldeman and Ehrlich- 
man in your general thing that Sirica 
will question the defendant—Magruder 
—and he then will bring in— H.P. If he 
brings that out—if we think that is a 


real possibility then we will have to . 


decide whether or not as a matter of 
conscience and professional ethics we 
can put them in. If we can ariswer that 
yes—then we will put them in. If oh 
the other hand, we think there is no 
basis for it—-even-if Sirica does bring 
-out the hearsay—we will just have to 
take the knuckle for it. - 

P. Sure— which is basically what 
Sirica wants. Colson—I think we should 
know about him too. H.P. Well. 


“ake No Commitments’ 


P, Not yet, huh? H.P. Well, Bittman 
went to Colson to urge leniency. Col- 
son then got in touch with Ehrlichman 
and Dean. Ehrlichman is alleged to 
have said— ve 

P. Make no commitments. H.P. We'll 
do the best we can, make no commit- 


ments. Then thereafter you know ap- |: 


parently money flows—or so we are 
told—whether. there. is any relevancy 
or relationship remains to be deter- 
mined. ; : 

P. What did Bittman want? H.P. 
Well, apparently the funds, but that 
remains to be developed—ah, Dorothy 
Hunt was, according to McCord, the 
intermediary, the leniency thing (in- 
audible). .: : i 

P. Right. r 

H.P. And another intermediary was 
LaRue and LaRue uses the alias of 
Baker—two aliases—one was Baker 
and I have forgotten the other one, for 
the transmittal of money. One of the 
. things that concerns me in this area 
and. you know again an area in which 
I may have made a mistake earlier in 


the game was with respect to Kalm- - 


bach. Now I understand he‘is your per- 
sonal lawyer—is that a fact? ‘ 

P. Yes, yes—very capable guy. (in- 
audible)—as I understand—they called 
and said raise some money for the (in- 
audible) and so forth. I am sure he was 
no damn co-conspirator. (inaudible) 
after the campaign. 

H.P. Here’s one thing—in the earlier 
stages of the proceedings when they 
had Segretti in the Grand Jury— P. 
yy 


eah. 

HP. I. told Silbert-—now—damn it 
Silbert keep your eye on the mark— 
we are investigating Watergate—we 
are not investigating the whole damn 
realm of politics and I don’t want you 


questioning him about the President's” 


lawyer. P. Right. 
“HP. Well, he 


wai 


‘didn’t, Well now Kalm- 
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pach comes up ana you heard on tne 
news I am sure today—he apparently 
is going to be called by the Senate 
Committee—-but he also comes up in 
this investigation with respect to actu- 
ally Kalmbach raising money—or pass- 
ing money at Mitchell’s direction for 
the co-conspirators. So we are going— 
P. Sure. H.P. To have Kalmbach back 
into the Grand Jury. 


P, Well in that instance, I suppose 


there you’ve got to prove what he 
thought he was raising it for. : 

H.P. Well, even if he didn’t know 
or he was. misled—the fact that he P. 
(inaudible) H.P. did at the time we may 
very well end up with him being a wit- 
ness. ; 

P: Damn right—oh I know that, I 
would seriously—I mean. And again on 
that particular count—I guess you were 
the one,.I think who said the question 
is motive—what they raised the money 
for. H.P. That’s right. 


P. If you are trying to help them out | 


with their defense—that is one thing— 
but if you are helping them out to keep 
them quiet that is a hell of (inaudible) 
—that is an obstruction job. 

HP, That’s right—you know if you 
are acting out of Christian charity— 

P, Right H.P. that is fine. ; 

P. That would be Mitchell’s defense 
on that. 

H.P. Of course all the inferences run 
the other way and that is a hell of a de- 


‘ fense to have to put to the Jury. 


‘Enough to Chew On’ 


P. Well I guess you have given me 
enough to chew on here—whether I get 
something out today and we'll know 


_ be less than human if 


1 


| 
t 
i 


| 
| 


how—about it tonight—I’ll see— I may - 


have a little bit of time. You don’t think 
that you are going to indict sometime 


today. . 
HP. I will be glad to give you twelve 
hours notice. Nothing is going to.happen | 


today I am certain—- even if we get an 


agreement today—you know } can still 
hold it off a day. : 

P, Yeah—you might hold it off even 
tomorrow, huh? . 

HP. That’s right. If we have to go see 
Ervin and Sirica—both of them—it may 


. -very well take a full day before'we can 


get both things accomplished. 
P. I’ve got to accept a big huge sched- 


. ule tomorrew—energy message, and so | : 
“forth, and so forth, and I-don’t want to: ~ 


tell you to hold if off except apparently : 


. -it is going to take you some time any- - 
“way—. : 


P. I mean there is always a chance of 


leaks—-leaks aren’t going to mean : 


much— ; 
HP. There are so many i’s to dot and 


t’s to cross on this thing—when you talk | 


about holding off a day or two it doesn’t 
i make that much difference. 


t 


interest in it—I think it is significant 
that you say there are significant devel- 
opments which means you are person- 
ally informed and not only have en- 
_dorsed what the prosecution is doing. It 
‘certainly is not significant in terms of 
evidentiary facts but we are never go- 
‘ing to be in a position to do that any- 
way—unless the public exposure in the 
court. You know there is another dimen- 
sion, Mr. President. These fellows Ma- 
‘gruder, Dean have talked to us—they’d 
they didn’t watch 
to see if the system was surviving the 
test—so there is another reason for their 
delay. Conceivably they say well this 
may be too strong for the Department of 
Justice or the President—or the people 
at the White House—they’re not going. 
to have the courage to face up to this— 
-Jet’s wait and see what happens and if 
we don’t see some movement then our 
bargaining position will become increas- 
ingly tougher day by day day by day. 
P. Yeah. (inaudible)—keep in my mind 
_—(inaudible)get the damn thing over 
‘ with—and I know the trials of Mitchell 
cand all these people will take a long 
time — (inaudible) — Mitchell will never 
plead guilty, never. Fight it all the way 
_down the line. (inaudible) What would 
you do if you were Mitchell? 
H.P.-I think I woulld probably go to 
Saudi Arabia to tell you the truth. 
P, Poison 
H.P. When I think the former Attorney 
General of the United States being sub- 
ject to criminal trial is just— 
P. For obstruction of justice—not the 
- bugging—the obstruction of justice. 
H.P. It is just terrible. 
P. OK—alright—thanks for your help. 
I'll see if I can work something out to- 
day and if. don’t, maybe tomorrow. 
We'll see about it. = 
H.P. Thank you. Have a good day Mr. 
President. 
- Pp. Yep—we’ll try. 


~~ April 17, 1973 
(3:50-4:35 P.M.) 
‘Meeting: The President, 
Haldeman, Ziegler and | 


Ehrlichman, Oval Office- 


E. Tais ts John Ehrlichman. for Bill 
-Thnmons. E. Ah, I’m in the President’s 


'gfffce Bil, can you call—get the first 


page, first two lines of the second 
“page (unintelligible). Pardon me? No, 
just tell him that’s the statement. Bill, 
‘just go ahead and do it. Thanks. 

~ P.1 completed the round with 
Petersen and he said he completely 
‘agreed with me, that he’s been argu- 


P. Except leaks—what do you think "ing that with the U. S. Attorneys. He 


on. (inaudible)? H.P. I think it is terribly 

important— 

- P, Get out front? H.P. for you to get 

gut front on this thing—irrespective of 
-P, Even: witha statement like this 

that doesn’t say much. Well cooperating 

-with Ervin but that’s ‘ 


| 
| 


HP. It says that—that is significant - 


news. I think it is significant that. it re- 
flects that you are taking a personal 


“gays the problem—-E. He’s in total 
_ control 

- PB, He said the problem is [unintel- 
ligible]. I said, “Well yowre going to 
‘Seorroborate it, aren’t you?” “Yes, of. 


"- course.” But I put it bluntly. No indi- 


-yidual—Z. Ya, I just want to check. 
‘Are we already to ‘go? , 

P. I don’t know if I can really make 
it. How late can I go? About 4:30. 
O.K. Don’t tell anybody yet, Thank 


:‘was told to destroy. 


“President’s counsel. 


_ you. Pi let you know. 


P. Quickly. The new evidence, new 


‘Jeaks. First, I said, I said'Rogers and 


I talked about it and Rogers thought 
it was totally wrong to immunize. the 
Rogers did say 
that. However, I talked about the 
leaks in the Grand Jury [unintelligible] 


“Mitchell, Dean. I said I just want you 


to know that you are vulnerable. He 
‘said,. “Well I never gave them sub- 
stance, I just gave them [unintelli- 
gible} on how they did and so forth 
and so forth.” He says, “After all, it’s 
my responsibility.” But anyway, I 
don’t know. I didn’t get far with that 
[unintelligible]. He talked to Pat Gray 
and Pat Gray has now told him that 
he destroyed the packet. He just 
‘shakes his head. H. Why would Gray 
do that? 

P. Gray was told it was political, 
I don’t know 
Gray was told it was material, ac- 
tually nothing to do with Watergate. 
He was told to destroy it, but Petersen 
says that’s that. Here’s the situation, 
basically, [unintelligible]. They’re go- 
fng to haul him in court, have him 
plead guilty, put a statement out be- 
cause Sirica always questions wu -.-- 
nesses who plead guilty. They are 
going to make it as broad as they can 
and as narrow as they can at the 
same time. By being as broad as they 
can, they are going to say that he has 
named certain people and they are go- 
ing to name a group of people that is 
non-indictable co-conspirators. They’re 
going to include everybody on that 
list. I said, “Is Dean going to be on 
that list?” He ‘said, “Yes.” He said, 
“Frankly [unintelligible] mot include 
Haldeman’ and . Ehrlichman, which 
gives you an. option.” I said, Are you 
telling. me that if Haldeman and Ehr- 
lichman decide to take leave, that you 
will not, then proceed with the prose- 
cution. ‘“‘No,” he said, “I don’t mean 
that.” He said, “What I mean is that 
they are not going to appear on that 
list and that [unintelligible] Grand 
Jury and make case there [unintel- 
ligiblej]. So there’s the-— 

E. Well, whether we take leave or 
not doesn’t effect the list that they 
read off. | 

P. Yes. Yes. E. Oh, it does? Yes, 
it does. They will put us on the list 
if-we don’t take leave? 


Questioning by Sirica 


P. Yes, because otherwise, he says, 
he says Sirica is going to question 
Magruder and he’s going to question 
[unintelligible] and it appears {unin- 
telligible]. If he does that, then it will 
appear that the Justice Department 
again is covering up. Two questions: 


-One, should we go forward with an 


-announcement today .or 
should— . cn J, . : 

E. Well, from your standpoint, you 
must, Even so. This thing will get 
away from. you otherwise. 

P, Well, the real question, I sup- 
‘pose, John .is [unintelligible]. I don’t 
think we can—here’s the whole point, 
in effect—if the—your names will 
probably be on the. list. That’s what 
he’s saying unless you ‘decide not to, 


not, or 
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decide that your not [unintelligible]. 

H. It isn’t that” [unintelligible], we 
we have to resign. The {unintelligible} 
doesn’t accomplish anything. 

H. What does he mean from thatl 

P, [unintelligible]. H. What does he 
mean by that? I don’t understand? E. 
The guy to gain from that is Dean. H. Ya, 
they’re putting us in the same bag with 
him. E. Ya. 

P, [unintelligible] the said Dean’s 
lawyers say Dean is going to make a 
case against this Administration. They’re 
going to try this Administration. That’s 
‘what he said. So, I guess that’s where 
we stand with Dean.-E. Well, it’s as 
broad as it is long as far as ’m con- 
cerned. If I’m to take leave—you think 
I should—that is or has the same effect 
as being — 

P. As resigning? [unintelligible] tak- 
ing leave you couldn’t come back. E. Ya, 
Yll never come back. 

P. Of course not. I understand that. E. 
On the other hand, if I’m indicted and 
take leave, and then I’m acquitted, I 
leave and then not appear on the Ma- 
gruder. list, it’s a confession. 

P. That's right. So I think their [un- 
‘intelligible] approach just doesn’t work. 

H. Well, then you look worse by that 
than you ‘do the other way. You look 
better to have us on the list, than to 
have us take leave and then not be on 
the list. 

E, Cause that looks like you’re covering 
up, that it hasn’t come out. 

P. I think so, too. H. If we’re going 
to be on the list, so be it! 

P. That’s right. 1 think you're right. 
H. I think we're in a terrible—These 
guys are working in a most bloodthirsty 
way. They’ve lied to Strachan. They’ve 
not told him what his rights are porper- 
ly. ’'m sure his lawyer has gotten it 
straightened out, but it’s really some- 
thing. E. They’re trying to get him. H. 
Trying to get him to take a cop-out and 
they won’t make a deal. They told 
Strachan if he covered everything that 
he had, everybody he knows, they as- 
sured him they already had it anyway— 

P. That’s a tactic. H. They said you, 
Strachan, have a chance of getting out 
because you'll become a witness and not 
a defendant, but they will not give him 
immunity. 

P, That is immunity, however. H. 
Well, unless—it keeps their options open 
and his closed. s 

P, Strachan is [unintelligible]. H. (ex- 
pletive removed), I hope so, And the 
(expletive removed) you know Strachan 
made that mistake on the 350, called 
Silbert the next day and said, “I would 
like to correct that. I made a mistake.” 
They said, “Fine, come up in the morn- 
ing and we'll straighten it out.” He went 
up Monday morning, and they laughed 
at him and said we’re not going to put 
you before the Grand Jury. See that’s 
when they kicked him around, yester- 
day morning. Then today when he went 
in they said, “We will not let you cor- 
rect your statement on the 350, we’ve 
got you on a perjury count. 

P. That’s not true. H. That’s what 
they told him. E. It certainly is not fair. 
H. Well, apparently by the law. 


‘Shall We get to Work?’ 
P. I think und: the law if you go 


forth and volunteer something-—— H. But 


_ they wouldn’t let him go in, so he didn’t 


volunteer, but he sure did it construc- 
tively as far as — ; 

P. Well, shall wo get to work? Shall 
I just go out and read it. E. I think so. 
I’m having Timmons just read this first 
part to Ervin. 

P. All members of the White House 
staff will appear (unintelligible) when 
requested by the Committee and will 
testify under oath and answer all 
proper—Are you getting all this or 
should I get a girl in? 

E. Voluntarily, when requested by 
the Committee—O.K. 

P. The next part is what I’m con- 
cerned about. “I began new inquiries,” 
shall we say? E. Well, I don’t know. 

P. “I began new inquiries into this 
matter as a result of serious charges 
which were reported publicly and pri- 
vately.” Should we say that? 

£, Publicly, comma “which in some 
cases were reported publicly.” 

P. “Four weeks ago we,” Why don’t 
we say, shall we set a date? That 
sounds a hell of a lot stronger if we 


set a date. E. All right. 


P. “On March 21, I began new. in- 
quiries,” Strike that. “I ordered an 
investigation, new inquiries throughout 
the government—” 

E. How about saying, “On March 21 
as a result of serious charges which 
were reported publicly and”— 

P. “Some of which were reported 
publicly and some of which were re- 
ported privately to me” 

E. “Some of which I subsequently” 

P. “As a result of serious charges 
reported publicly and privately”’— 

E. “Some of which were reported 
publicly”—and then not say about the 
result of them, I— 
. P. In other words, “On March 21 we 
started an invéstigation because of the 
public hearings.” E. That’s right. 

P. “As a result of serious charges 
reported publicly—publicly reported— 
“Tt began intensive new inquiries into 
this whole matter.” I think we better 
get Petersen back in here. E. Name him. 

P. Ya. After all, this Kleindienst thing 


' is very general (unintelligible) 


E. “And Assistant Attorney General 
Petersen.” 

P. “Assistant Attorney General Peter- 
sen have met to review the facts at 
length in my investigation and the 
progress of the Department of Justice 
investigation.” How’s that? “I can re- 
port today that there have been major 
new developments in the case.” Right? 
That sound right? 

E. How about just saying, “Have 
been major developments in the case 
concerning which I should not be more 
specific now, except to say that real 
progress has been made.” 

P. “Major developments in the case, 
concerning which — specific — which 
would be improper for me to be more 
specific now except to say that real 
progress has been made in getting to 
the bottom.” What do you say, “in get- 
ting to the bottom of this matter?” 

E. “Has been made in exposing the 
truth.” , 

P. “In finding the truth.” E. All right. 

P. “In this whole matter.” E. Well, 


we've already said matter. P. Well. 
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Tell him to take it but tell them the 


E, “I can report today that major | mere truth, You. see, they think it is 


developments in the case, concerning 
which it would-be improper to be more 
specific now, except to say that real 
progress has been made in finding the 
truth.” 

P. “Real progress has been made in 
finding the truth.”.And then you go on © 
to the (unintelligible). E. If you don’t 
mind. . 

P.. I don’t want to put the immunity 
thing in. I don’t think there’s a hell of 

_ a lot gained by saying it publicly. E. 
Except— : . 


“Indicted” and “Convicted” 


P. All right. “If any person in the 
executive branch is indicted by the 
grand jury, my policy will be to im- 
mediately suspend” — Shall we (un- 
intelligible) of what we know is going 
to happen? Should we say “indicted”? 
Why don’t we just leave it “indicted” 
and not indicate what charges are made? 
Don’t you agree? E. I think so. I think 
“indicted” ought to be the test. 

P. “Indicted by the grand jury.” My 
policy would be: “If he is convicted,” 
and then I would say, “If he fis con- 
victed, he would be automatically dis- 
charged.” And then, the way I could 
put it: “I expressed to the appropriate 
authorities my view that no individual 
holding a position of major importance 
should be given immunity from prosecu- 

.. tion, That means that no person can 
expect—” E. Yep, this is fine..P. I don’t 
think I want to say “lead to believe.” 
Do we have to say that? 

E.. No, I was just trying to get you 
off the hook, and say, you know, well, 
this — How about going on with the 

next sentence? P. “The judicial process 


worse than it is. They think he is cover- 
ing up and they are wrong. That’s what 


_it really gets down to. 


H. They are trying to confuse him. 
That’s what has him bothered. The poor 


: guy. What’s really worried him is that 


he’s covered everything with Dean, 
every step of the way. Everything he 


‘has done, he’s talked with Dean about 


it over the last year and he’s scared 
to death Dean will make up something 
or take something that is partly right 
and. twist it, which is what Dean is 
doing, and hang him on it. And I think 


‘what he’s got to do is just go with what 


he believes is correct and hang with it. 
‘Unidictable Co-Conspirators’ 


P. Don’t you think we are right (un- 
intelligible) tell the U.S. Attorney, “Fine. 
You want to name Haldeman and Ehr- 
lichman. You just (unintelligible) they 


: put you on as unindictable co-conspira- 
tors, then they’ve got a case to prove. 


Now they aren’t going to do that unless 
they figure they can prove the case, 
so that would give them the: problem. 


| I-think his argument is, and I must say, 


1 


is moving to get all the facts.” Or, © 


“moving—” E. “moving ahead .as it 
should.” P. “Moving ahead as it should. 


As I have said before, all government . 


employes, especially. members of the 
White House staff, are to fully cooper- 
ate with the grand jury.” Or do we want 
to say “grand jury?” . 

E. How about “fully cooperate’— 
period. P. I don’t want to use-the next 
sentence, John. E. All right. P. Then I | 
think the last séntence should be — 
I think if he puts that in there we're 
going to have a hell of a tough time. 
(unintelligible) Sees ” | 

H. I think if he’ll cover the truth— 
P. Yep. H. That’s what he’s got to do. 
Answer their questions truthfully. P. 

_ Why didn’t he say, “Sure Pll be a wit-: 
ness.” Why didn’t he just say that, take 
their offer? Maybe that’s what he said. 
“Pll take your offer.” H, I think that’s 
what we want him to do. P. I think 
what you should do is say, “I don’t 
have anything to hide. Pll take your. 
offer,” and just-make the point. - : 

H. Given that offer; he doesn’t have 
to volunteer anything. All he has to do 
is answer their questions. P. That’s right 

’ Bob, he should just take their offer. 
Believe me, we don’t have to have (un-_ 
intelligible). He isn’t trying to hide any | 
thing. H. I'd feel fine with his doing 
that, cause — so he says some things 
that are damaging. They are only slight- ° 
ly damaging, and we’ve had plenty of 
damaging things already. P. That’s right. 
Bob, just tell him to take it. All right? : 


I don’t know what to hell. Petersen is up 
to (unintelligible) I think, on the other 
hand, it looks like. Let’s look at that. 

H. That makes his case for him. That 
makes his case for him. P. Maybe you’re 
right. I was going to suggest that we 
would get back, call you, and we get 
Rogers over here. And I think in this 
instance, you and Ehrlichman with 
Rogers can just sit down and talk about 
this? H. I think so. Yes. P. You don’t 
have any other lawyer? Would you mind 
getting him over at 5 P.M. me 

H, We're meeting with our lawyer at 
4:30 to: 5:30, which is the only time 
we could get him. Would you want me 
to get him in at 5:30? P, Sure, Boab, 
my time is your time. H. Well, I don’t 
want to screw up your time. P. You’re 
not. H. That was the only time he could 
take us. He’s taking time out of a dep- 
osition. , 

P. I understand, but hope he can learn 
from it in that time. H. Well, we'll give 
him a quick fill and get him started on 
it. That’s all we can do now, but we 
need to get started on it. 

_ P. 1 guess (unintelligible) may resign. 
H. That would be a very foolish thing 


_ for him to do. P. Hmm? H.. That would 


be a véry foolish thing for him to do. 
' P. He didn’t say that. But, I meant, 
you know how strongly he feels. He’s 
wrong. He’s wrong, Bob. Look, the 
point is (unintelligible) throwing you to 
to the wolves with Dean.: What does 


that accomplish? I don’t know what it | 


accomplihses. Except the President 
learns the facts and as a result of learn- 
ing the facts (unintelligible). I say, ‘‘Fel- 
las, you’ve been charged and I know 
that Dean has made some charges.” 
Right? ; ; 

H. There’s another way you could do 
it. John won’t buy this if I'don’t. I won’t | 
do it if John won’t. We’ve got to do it 
together, Either one of us has to hang _ 
together playing this game. But, maybe | 
we request of you a leave of absence on 
the basis of the information you have, 
which we have, because we’ve been in- 
volved in the investigation too. Now if 


we're going to be on that list, we're 
going to have to ask for a leave of 
absence anyway, it he puts the list out, 
and has us on it. 

P. It’s going to be out. And I don’t 
know that you'll be on it, That’s the 
point. We’ve got to see, Nevertheless, 
you will be called. But we've always 
talked about being called to the grand 


jury. 

P. That’s right. 

H. And said that we would appear. 
You made a statement weeks ago say- 
ing that anybody in the White House 
would welcome the opportunity to testi- 
fy before the. grand jury. Ah. Do you 
automatically suspend any witness 
whose called before a grand jury? Of 
course not. ae: 

P. Well;now, if you come on that 
list, the only problem here is that (unin- 
telligible). E. Oops. 

P:.The problem we have here, John, 
as I was just saying (unintelligible) © 
Deari’s lawyers, are they going to try 
this Administration? > ;: ae 

E. Believe me, everybody is going to 
try this Adrninistration regardless of 
what: (unintelligible). Ervin’s going to try 
this Administration. : 
- H. We went through your statement. 
Why don’t we go see the lawyers?. Why 
don’t we. re-group at 5:30 and decide 
then. E. You have the first page intact?$ 

Speech Typewriter Used 

P. Did she use the speech typewriter? 
I don’t want to go through this. E. Take ° 
this back and put it on the: speech 


typewriter. She’s running. it off on the 
typewriter ‘now. 


.,. B.. Well, maybe it’s too soon: for Rog- 


ers. Well, I guess we just let Dean go 
ahead and try the Administration. 

E. He's going to do his work any- 
way, with or without immunity. Ervin i¢ 
going: to get him up there if he has. 
immunity or not and will take him over 


the jumps. What you’ve done here is to 


lay a. ground rule for Ervin.on immunity 
which is going to be very tough for 
him.to live with if there are Ervin hear- 
ings. But eventually there will be Ervin 
hearings. I don’t think there’s much 
(unintelligible). The more — 

P. There will be Ervin hearings, Bob. 
E, The more battles the President wins, 
like. the economical stabilization per- 
formance, ‘the more urgent the Ervin 
heatings become, It’s. the only thing they 
have left, now. You’re winning all the 
big ones. H. We better leave now. It’s 
4:30. E. Yep, ya. ~~ 

H. If you want to see Bill at 5:00 PM. 
ahead of us, we can join you at 5:30. P. 
You may not be ready by then. E. He 
can only stay an hour. P. Fine. I'll see 
him at 5:00. And. the situation that you 
have here is a (unintelligible). Dean (un-- 
intelligible) Administration if I’m wrong? 
Damn, -no, it can’t. 

E. Pl tell you as we lay this out, and 
Vil be anxious to see what this lawyer 
has to say, Dean’s testimony may not 
be admissible, P. On what grounds? 

E. That his communication to us was 
a communication to you, and vice versa. 
As an alter ego to the President. P. I 
don’t have any separate existence. 

_ E. But you have to assert privilege, 
in a sense, but I don’t - know what kind 
of political problems that make (unin- 


telligible) Solicitor General.as a disabil- 
ity, strictly from that standpoint (unin- 
telligible). —- = 
P. Would you discuss with your law- 
yer the legal (unintelligible) and let’s 
think about this business, about whether 
_ —Ron? Z. Ya P. Come on in. Z, Len 
needs the ground rules before he calls, 
and he’s in my office, Could -you fill 
him in? E. All he has to do is read that 
to them. Period. He doesn’t have .any 
. comment, he doesn’t have any reflec- 
tion. O.K.? : ' 
P.- Who is this? E. Len Garment. He’s 
_ going to call back. He’s just reading the 
first page since we can’t get Ervin. Look, 
I don’t want him to get into. an argu- 
ment with him..Z. @.K. All right, fine. 
Then John, afterwards when they ask 
me what the ground rules are, T’ll just 
say — E. Up to the committee (unintelli- 
-gible). - 
_,Z. We have plenty of video tape re- 
corders, so there’s no film problem. P. 
They got it yet? Bring it in.. ; 
Z. Ya. Did John raise with you the 
couple of. questions in terms of. the 
“next day ‘or so? And afterwards just 
‘say, “Is Dean still in charge.of the in- 
vestigation?” We ought to just say, 
“No.” rs : 
P, Just say that the President — that 
-we discussed and that, “No,” that the 


‘President is dealing with that the Assis-_ 


‘tant Attorney General, Mr. Petersen, is 
in charge of the investigation. 

Z. Then, secondly, they will say does 
‘the President stand by the Aug. 29 
statement that no one .presently em- 
ployed in the White House had knowl- 
-edge and so forth? There, I think, I sug- 
gested to John that this is an operative 
“statement — position as it stands. 
“'P. You could say that the Aug. 29 
statement—that was the report that was 
made to the President by White House 
counsel at that time — and the facts 
will determine whether that statement 
is correct, and now it would be inter- 
fering with the judicial process to com- 
ment further. ; 

Z. I will just say that this is the op- 
erative statement. = : 
_ P.. Yow’re not going to answer ques- 
tions today are you? Z. No, no. But I 
mean if I walk into the Press Room, 
they'll be pounding on my door. P: Of 
course, Ron. Go ahead. Don’t (expletive 


- removed) on. Dean. Z. No, I’m not going . 


to. P. He is, just say he — 


_Z. Yl try to avoid it altogether, but 


I just want to get guidance. Then I could 
give the wires some background on how 
aggressively and how much time you’ve 


spent on this the past three weeks and . 


so forth. Should I do a little of that? 


April 17,1973 
(4:42-4:45 P.M.) 
- The President: 
Be seated please: 
‘Ladies and Gentlemen 


{ 
| 
| 


| 
| 


I have two announcements to make. : 


Because of their technical’ nature, I shall 
read both of the announcements to the 
members of the press corps. 
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The first announcement relates to the 
appearance of White House people be- 
fore the Senate Select Committee, better 
known as the Ervin Committee. 


’ For several weeks, Senator Ervin and - 


Senator Baker and their counsel have 


been in contact with White House rep-. 


resentatives John Ehrlichman and Leon- 


-ard Garment. They’ have been talking 


about ground rules which would pre- 
serve the sepdration of powers without. 
suppressing the facts. : 

I believe now an agreement has been 
reached which is satisfactory to both 


_pides, The committee ground rules as 


adopted, totally preserve the doctrine 
of separation of powers. They provide 
that the appearance by a witness may, 
in the first instance, be in Executive 
session, if appropriate. 


Second, Executive privilege is ex- | 
-pressly. reserved and may be asserted 


during the course of the questioning as 
to any question. ; 

Now, much as been made of the is- 
sue as to whether the proceedings could 
be televised. To me, this has never been 
a central issue, especially if the separa- 


tion of powers problem is otherwise ° 


solved, as I now think it is. 

All members of the White -House 
staff will appear voluntarily when re- 
quested by the committee. They will 
testify under oath and they will, an- 
swer fully all proper questions. 


~ I should point out that this arrange-— 


ment -is one that covers this hearing . 
only. in which wrongdoing has been 


ings.. Each of them will be considered 
on its merits. - 

My second announcement concerns 
the Watergate case directly. 


_’ On March 2lst, as a result of serious 
charges which came to my attention, 


some of which were publicly reported, 
T-began intensive new inquiries into this 
whole niatter, . He ol 

‘Last Sunday afternoon, the Attorney 
General, Assistant Attorney General Pet- 
erson and I met at length in the EOB 
to review the facts which had come to 
me in my investigation and also to re- 
view the progress of the Department 
of Justice investigation. : 

I can report today that there have 

been major developments in the case 
concerning which it would be improper 
to be more ‘specific now, except to say 
that real progress has been made 
in finding the truth. 
_ If any person in the Executive branch 
or-in the -government is indicted by 
the Grand Jury, my policy will be to 
immediately: suspend ‘him. If he is con- 
victed, -he will, of course, be automati- 
cally discharged. 

I have expressed to the appropriate 
authorities my view that no individual 


| holding, in the past or at present, @ 


position of major importance in the Ad- 
ministration should be given immunity 


| from prosecution. 


- The judicial process is moving ahéad 
as it should: and 1 shall aid it in ail 
appropriate ways and have so informed 
the appropriate authorities. 

As I have said before and I have 
said throughout this entire matter, all 
government employees and especially 
White House staff employees are ex- 


charged. This kind of arrangement, of : 
‘ course, would not apply to other hear- 


pected fully to cooperate mn this Matter. 
T condemn any attempts to cover up in 
this case, no matter who is involved. 
Thank you. ; ; 


April 17, 1973 
(6:20-7:14 P.M.) 


Meeting : The President, 
Rogers, Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman, EOB Office 


_ P, Come in. R. Mr. President P. Well. 
R. Well, did you make the announce- 
ment? P. Yeah. R. Sounds good, I hope. 
P. See if I-— i 

R. See I heard it when you did it. 
P. Won't hurt anything. I think it was 
the right move, R. Yeah—right. 

_ P, After our talk yesterday, I referred 
to — I was aiming at the Ervin Com- 
mittee—managed to. get that one over 
(unintelligible) terms we discussed. Fig- 
cures though—I mean—Len Garment is 
pretty goéd. Talked to Petersen again 
-today—he was down here at the White 
‘House. And (unintelligible) charged with 
“got to resign.” Just figures you can’t 
keep :them. Walked out ‘in the sun and 
frankly put them ahead of Mitchell. But 
I just don’t think—you have any dif- 
ferent views today? 

R. No, I don’t, P. You think this is 
the right step to go? R. I do. 

P. It can occur—it’s going to be— 
it’s going to be bloody. R. I think that. 
P. Believe me. 

R. That the top people in government 

_deserve the same consideration as any- 


’ body else. P, Damn right. 


_R. The idea that a top person in gov- 
ernment is, you know—it isn’t the ques- 


: tion beyond reproach, you know, A 


person could be beyond reprdach. Take 
me—I should have been fired many 
times because I’ve been so heavily 
criticized in the press, many of those 
were things I didn’t do. You remember. 
_R. Well, as a matter of fact, it’s a 
little bit the same attitude that Lucius 
Clay had about you and the fund. P. 
Right. - 1-4 : 

R. That there’s Mr. Eisenhower and — 
you should get off. Well, that wasn’t 
really what he said. 

P. I think the people will probably— 
they will have a view that—The New 
York Times will have a view in an edi- 
torial tomorrow that the President 
should fire the whole White House staff. 
R. Oh well, that isn’t— 

P. Anybody who did it. But I think 
the people—I don’t know. Correct me if 
I am wrong. I think they like a man 
who stands up to them—not to con- 
demn people before they’re proven. I 
don’t know, 

R. Well, I think that—what did Peter- 
sen say on Ehrlichman? Does he-have 
any other evidence except what’s in that 
picce of paper because if he doesn’t 
there wasn’t anything in there. 

_ P. Nope—nope. Well, it’s hardly any- 
thing. Except that Pat Gray. now recol- 
lects he did get the damn piece of paper 
and he destroyed it, because he was 
told it was political material, had noth- 


ing to do with Watergate. We’ll take 
him on on this—this has destroyed him. 


There’s no place in the F.B.1. to (unin-- 
telligible) it—it’s an unbelievable story. , 


R. Well, now Ehrlichman didn’t tell 
him to destroy it? ; 


P, Hell no. Gray went back — Dean 
did give it to him.It was in Ehrlichman’s 
office. And, incidentally, I put it hard to 
Petersen. I'll tell you about that point. 
Teven used your name. I said, “I talked 
to Bill Rogers about it yesterday and 
I had a very (unintelligible).” I said, “He 
looked over this-and he said, ‘You don’t 
have much of a. case on Ehrlichman.’” 
That problem — and he said — -——— 

R. That piece of paper didn’t have 
anything on Ehrlichman. 


‘Trying to Break’ Strachan 


P, They’ll pound on that. They’re try- 
ing like hell to just frighten people to 
death. They’re going to send ’em to jail 
and so forth. Strachan — they’re trying 
to break him. I don’t understand. Hell, 
he can either be a witness or a defend- 
ant. So—well, the other thing — and I 
told Haldeman, I said, “Tell him to be 
a witness.” 

R. What’s happened to 
made a deal with him. And that’s why 
I put in that statement, I hope—that’s 
the point. . : 

P. I said, “Look, I talked to Rogers.” 
I said, “We think we have a grave 
problem in’ giving immunity to the 
President’s Counsel.” He said, “But, sup- 
pose that. it’s Dean’s testimony that we 
need to get Haldeman and Ehrlichman. 
Then should we give him immunity — 
shouldn’t we give him immunity?” I said 
“No—not unless you have corrobora- 
tion.” 3 

R. Well, well, what you do, Mr. Presi- 
‘dent, on things like that is you say to 
a fellow, “Well, you’ve got to — you 
violated the law...You’ve got to-be in- 
dicted. We'll consider .the help you've 
given us: when it comes to the question 
of sentence.” In qther words, you—P. 
Yeah. R. Hold out’ the prospect to him. 


P. But, how could you give John Dean, 


the President’s Counsel, total immunity ~ 


when he’s involved? He admits involve- 
ment throughout. 


R. Of course, if you gave him-im- - 


munity—P. But, J—R. You—you get. 


Dean? P. They- 


eet diis 


P. I said no. I said, by .no means, . 


I'd get the. rack." ~ “ i 
R. They’d say that you worked it out 
so Dean — ' 
P. Well, they’re going to. Then .the 


other way —— the way Dean’s appeal is « 


the U.S. Attorney’s people. Well, Peter- 
sen said he agreed with that. He was 
trying to convince the U.S. Attorneys 
of that, but they are hot on trying to 
give him immunity and they’re going 
to. And they want to (unintelligible) 
Haldeman and Ehrlichman. Frankly, 
that’s it. And then they said — and 
then it’s a copout (unintelligible). Why 
do you think they should go? On what 
basis? Here’s what we have in mind. 
T'll tell you what this statement wag on. 
They’re going to have Magruder in open 
court eventually. Haven’t mace the deal 
with him yet either, but they will. (Un- 
intelligible) questions (unintelligible) 
they’re going to put out this statement 
in which they will name other what 
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they call nonindicted co-conspirators. I 
keep hearing. about the names of people 
that he must charge. That’s all (unintelli- 
gible). He said Sirica, otherwise, will 
ask him questions and he’s going to testi- 
fy publicly in open court about other 
people, I think that is a hell of a preju- 


dicial thing to do — thé rights of an in- 


dividual — but I don’t know how — 


thave you ever heard, of that? And f 


said — and then they said, “Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman will not be on that list 
if they take a leave — if you fire them.” 
I said, “Are you telling me if I fire 


‘them, you won’t prosecute them?” “Oh, 
no, no, but I mean won’t be on that list.” 


“But you — have you said if they’re on 
that list ‘they’ll have to take ’em?” And 


then they said — I said, “Well, what 


are. you. saying?” He said, ‘Well, we 
just felt we were giving you an option, 
that you could move. ahead of the herd 
basically by just letting them go.” But 
on the other hand, Bill, I think — I think 
that whether they’re on the list — if I 


‘let ’em go they're on the list anyway. 


It appears that I just — I heard they 
were going to be on the list and I fired 
them and they were on it. Then it looks 
as if we’re not prosecuting. That’s my 
problem. We’re not prosecuting my two 
top people and I let them go. I don’t 
think that makes sense at all or do you 


“agree? Am/I missing something here? 


R. You don’t seem to. 

P. Well, tell me that. Well, wouldn’t. it 
look bad? Bad? ‘ 

R. Oh, sure. From your standpoint. 
Yeah. 


Possible Indictments 


P. If I let Halderman and Ehrlichman 
go and they didn’t have them on the 


_list, they will call them before the grand 
‘jury and then indict them if they get 


information. 
-R. Well you see, Mr. President, the 


_ only reason a judge questions a defend- 
: ant when there’s a plea of guilty — P. 
» Yeah. R. Is to make sure that he’s plead- 


ing voluntarily and that he knows the 
nature of his pleading. i 

P. Yeah. But right. Right. But Sirica 
has exceeded that hasn’t he, Bill? That’s 
the point. R. Well. 

P. He’s asking now who else was 
involved. See that’s what he’s going to 
ask. “Was he involved?” 

R. It seems to me that if he’s doing 
that— . ; 

- Py. I.think he’l] act like he did over 
McCord. R. Weil, if he does that, that’s 


a perversion of the Grand Jury process. . 


The whole idea of the Grand Jury proc- 
ess is to protect people— 


P. Yeah. R. Until they are indicted. | 


And once they are indicted, then they 
are presumed. to be innocent until we 
go to trial. One of the reasons you have 
a Grand Jury proceeding is so you don’t 


have innocent names and then (unin- -- 


‘telligible) to the public. 

PL Well, TH tell you. Let me put it 
this way. (Unintelligible) Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman, on a thing like this. — Ehr- 
lichman — frankly, I think he’s going 


to beat it. I don’t think it’s going to. 
help him, if by letting him go, I know | 


that he’s gone to the prosecution. I told 
him—R. You shouldn’t —you shouldn’t 
be faced with those problems. 


Pp. I know I don’t have any (unintelli- 
gible). Don’t you agree with me that 
that was—you know I am concerned 
about my people. I know that Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman are not guilty ofa damn 
thing. You know what I mean. It’s only 
tangential on that, Bill—tangential. Sure 
they knew we were raising money for 
these damn defendants, but they were 
(unintelligible) in the campaign. I mean, 
I mean (unintelligible) Dean at the meet- 
ing, wasn’t he? R. Yeah. 


Roles of Participants 


P. Ehrlichman was handling the whole 
domestic thing and Haldeman was work- 
ing with me at the time, They didn’t 
work in the campaign. It was all over 
with Mitchell. Mitchell was — in this 
whole thing — and frankly, Dean was 
handling it for the White House. (un- 
intelligible). Our people were aware that 
he was. We were aware about that. 

_ R. How did you leave it with Peter- 
sen? I don’t know whether — I think 


' from now on you better let him go into 


the brawl. I don’t-know. 

P, I have. I left it with Petersen. He’s 
going to report to me and 1 said, “If 
you get any corroborating testimony, I'd 
like to know.” I think that’s better. R. 
sure. : 

- P. And if I get some corroborative 
testimony, I said, “I'd like to be warned 
and I can call in my people and say, 
‘Look, I found this out and T’ve got 


_information and you — Therefore, you 


ought to consider whether you shouldn’t 
resign,’” That’s all I told him. Well, I’m 
not going to talk to him any more 
about that. After all, I’m the President 


’ of the country — and I’m going to get 


on with it and meet Italians and Ger- 
mans and all these others. You know, 
really—R. Oh, you do that. I think you, 
T think that— e 

’ P. I’ve been living with this for (un- 
intelligible) that’s all.I’ve been doing for 
half the time now. And having all these 


” (unintelligible) that I had trust ih. What 


trust. I trust Ehrlichman. I had him 


working. I must say he completed the 
job. He got to the bottom of the thing. 


Had a meeting with Mitchell and ques- 
tioned (unintelligible). This was before 
Magruder went to the (unintelligible). 
And he said, ‘There is a possible, pos- 
sible situation of the act of — What 
do you call it? 

R. (Unintelligible). 

P. If the individuals knew that the 
purpose was to keep people from talk- 
ing in court, In court, not openly. Ap- 
parently, it’s — You might keep ‘em 
from it—but he said,“Anyway, that’s 
the problem.” So, I don’t know. I still 
don’t know if it is a problem. I don’t— 
see, I'm thinking of Haldeman and his. 
kids, Ehrlichman and Dean and his. You 
know what I mean. I’m thinking of the 


- possibility of their mocking a great ca- 


reer. 
Their service has been efficient — 
marvelously (unintelligible). It’s been all 


_ over (unintelligible). I'll tell you, if they 


aren’t convicted, Bill, they'll come out. 
You know what I mean (Unintelligible) 
charge, and everybody’s going to under- 
stand. This’ll be in better perspective in 


- a year, I think. 


R. I think so. I think once that the— 
well, the first blush will be— 


P. Terrible R. It’ll be terrible. 

P. Yes, sir. 

R. No doubt about that. 

P. Oh, yes! R. And it will — it has 
so many little ramifications that you-— 

P. Yeah. R. To this story. 

P. Right-right. R. But when it’s all 
over — finished— : 

P. The Watergate mess. R. When it’s 
finished— 

P. Pil be here, all along, Bill. The Jury 
indicts, moves. We’re going to get on 
with this country. A lot of people in the 
country, we may find, they feel the 
President is doing the best he can in 
the damn thing. If I had wanted to 
cover-up—they probably think the Pres- 
Ident can cover up. If I wanted to, I 
sure haven’t done it very well. Have I? 

R. See, you only got what your— 
what the press will do to your own 

people. Press will persecute people. 


Dean’s Intention 


P. They prosecuted Mitchell. R. Did 
Dean at any time give you any indica- 
tion of what he’s going to do? 

P. Make a deal. Both—make a deal 
with Dean. Make a deal. I would think 
that Dean would just say, “Look son, 

; if you’re indicted, I’m coming (unintelli- 
gible). Gee, fellows, what the hell is 
(unintelligible)” and any of the others. 
But he’s going to try this whole Admin- 
istration I would expect. And my view 
on that is let him try the whole Admin- 
istration. Ron Ziegler has an interesting 
point. He said, “Dean had in February, 
had said, ‘I, for nine months conducted 
this investigation.’ Now he comes in and 
charges inaction.” Dammit, why didn’t 
he come in earlier, and tell meé these 
things, Bill? Why didn’t he do it? If he 
‘Knew, I would think that— 

R. It’s one of those things that I just 
—(unintelligible) Mitchell 
_ P. Oh. R. Well, these things happened. 

P. And once it did happen, not cutting 
it off right then—stepping forward and 


saying “‘I (unintelligible) this. These kids . 


shouldn’t have done this and that’s my 
gunintelligible) best judgment.” Well, I 


think I know they just thought that | 


might hurt the election. 


R. Same thing is true in Vesco. That 
case he’s involved in, 

P. Belongs in the courts. I'd rather 
have it there than in the committee. 
R. Oh, sure. 

P. Wouldn’t you? At least the court 
doesn’t try— 

R. Well, that’s the way it’s supposed 
_ tobe. That’s the system. The system is— 

P. It sure shows the system works, 
though, doesn’t it? And I get amused. 
I had (unintelligible) in all Sunday, had 
’em in Monday, J had him in here today. 
I fired out my statement, and I said— 

R. What’d he say about your state- 
ment? ; F 

P. Petersen? Oh, -he thought it was 
fine. I got him to thank for it. 


R. Is he going to (unintelligible) ac- 


cuse other people in open court? 

P, That’s just like Sirica (unintelli- 
gible). 

R Well, I can see, I can see—Sirica 
was, he was suspicious there was a 
cover-up. P. That’s right. ; 

R. He was trying to, he was tryin 
to put pressure on the ones who knew 
so he could— 
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P. Not only to confess about them- 
selves, but about other ones. That point, 
of course, they’d say that Magruder 
has acknowledged, Magruder. has con- 
fessed—but what about others? What 
about (unintelligble)?’ 


Witness Ready to Testify 


R. What I mean is here you’ve got 
a willing witness. Before he was doing 


it to reluctant defendants. Here you got - 


a willing, as I understand it, a willing 
one. P. Who will testify. 


R. Who will testify, has been work- ; 


ing with the prosecutor and who’s going 
to, will be called before the grand jury. 


Why the hell he’s—that (unintelligible) . 


open court. That’s the—that’s what the 
grand jury’s for. Makes a nice little 
backdrop for your Italian dinner. 

P. Oh, it'll be alright. They'll have a 
fine dinner and. wine. They just heard 
the story. “Thank God, the President's 
finally said something about Watergate.’ 
That, I think, is going to be the partial 
reaction. R.-I do too. P. I don’t know. 
I'm not taking any-—R. No. I don’t 
either. P. Comfort out of it, because for 
a period of time it’s going to be painful. 


When Mitchell gets indicted, and when 


possibly Haldeman and Ehrlichman get 
—R. (Unintelligible). P. They’re talk- 
ing to them now. I’ve asked them both 
to come over heré for a minute when 


they get (unintelligible). 1 feel frankly - 


that we should. And a question that-he 
makes now which is still open, you see, 


he still left it open. They, they'll leave « 


if evidence (unintelligible) brought to 
my attention, R.. Yeah. P. (unintelligible) 
Approach that T have my sources. Now, 
if he doesn’t have enough to sink ’em, 
but he makes these, he’s doing enough 
to sink them~—where are you getting 
(unintelligible) on the other story? 
Whether or riot Haldeman and Ehrlich- 
man ought to wait until their names 
are publicly brought into this. Ma- 
eruder shouldn’t. He said he'd give me 
twelve hours’ notice on that, but I— 


think that probably it’s going to (un- 


intelligible). 

R. I think John and Bob ought to re- 
sign, but talk to their lawyer first (un- 
intelligible) but I don’t think— P. Your 
immediate reaction though is—R. My 
reaction is I don’t understand. P. What 
should I do? R. What the hell they’re 
going to, What Magruder’s going to do. 
I don’t know. It seems to me if Dean 
has mentioned them that way that they 
ought to then take a leave of absence. 

P, Yeah. R. I don’t see how—P. But 
you would wait until their names were 
mentioned? That’s the whole point. 


Basis Considered 


R. Yeah. 1 don’t see on what basis 
you need to do it. Now in the case of— 

P, Weil, on this basis now, let’s say 
that the President had knowledge from 
the U.S. Attorney that charges had been 
made against them. Let me emphasize, 
J nailed him hard. I said, “Now let’s—” 
I said, “Rogers and I read this whole 
thing over. But it’s uncorroborated.” 
He says, “I agree.” But he wants me to 
sack ’em.. : . 

R. He can’t corroborate it? 

P. And I have a feeling for a guy that’s 
supposed to uphold the rights of inno- 


. conspirator without 


cent before (unintelligible) are guilty or 
not. Well, let me say this. I’ve got to 
live with myself. I don’t want to do it 
in that (unintelligible). That isn’t fair. 
On the other hand, lm trying to think 
of their standpoint. If they’re going to 
get—if they could get some advantage, 
either—any. advantage by not. there- 
by being named in this statement and 


‘then, of course, not even being indicted. 


Maybe that’s something. But they're go- 
ing — 

R. (unintelligible) specifically almost 
have to point out— 

P. They, they, on the other hand, 
they’re going to be called. They'll be 
indicted and (unintelligible). Although, 
I guess appearing as non-indicted co- 
conspirators—what the hell do you say 
to that? I mean (unintelligible). 

R. When you have a caSe that’s seri- 
ous and when you have people who are 
on the periphery and you want to name 
them in order to have them available 
as witness, you name them as a co- 
indicting them. 
Well, the problem first— t : 

P. These guys are available. 

R. The problem first — that’s just 
as bad as being indicted, especially 
when you know somebody was (unintel- 
ligible) lying. So you’re named, but you 


..can’t clear your name. P. That’s right. 


R. But in case you're indicted, then. 
you have the opportunity to clear the . 
record. .Little trial, then acquittal, then 
you — this is as if it didn’t happen. 
If you’re. named as a co-conspirator | 
and forced to resign, then you’re convict- 
ed without a trial. In that case I’m no 
really — you got to protect them be- © 


- cause I don’t — I think probably in the 


final analysis they — I’m afraid Bob is 
probably in — Sa 

P. Going-to be indicted? R. trouble. 
But — ; 

P. I’m not sure he'll be indicted. R. 
I'm not sure he’ll be indicted but — 

P. Well, staying too close to the mon- 
ey. He never can explain that. In terms 
of legal involvement though but he could 
never explain to the people and you 
(unintelligible) some of that damn 
money back there for ’em. Tesitified by 
Mitchell, by Dean. Was it a (unintelligi- 
ble) of the defense? | ; 


"_R. Why don’t we do this? (unintelli- 


gible) — or, -they’re just: talking to 


lawyers. You don’t- have a chance to 
assimilate it. But don’t let. them (unin- 
telligible). ies 
P. Well — R. And you're going to 
have twelve hours. = ; 
In the Eye of the Hurricane © ~ 
P. Yeah —- twelve. I would: like for 
you to put your mind to the problem, 
if you would, because I really think 


_ we've got to start helping ’em. Help ad- 


vise them. They’re in the eye of the hur- 
ricane. at . oe 
R. All right. It gives us a little time to 


‘see how your, how your statement 


plays. ; Ss 
P. Always had a (unintelligible). had 


(unintelligible) I really did think — R. 
. Oh. 


P, But that he probably didn’t. know 
about — know what I mean? My feeling 
was that Mitchell — basically always 
thought Magruder knew the damn thing. 


Mitchell just wasn’t tending the shop. 
That’s what I understand. 

R. I’m surprised about Dean. I thought 
— I thought. Well from the beginning, 
I thought Magruder lied and I thought 
Mitchell probably — he may well have 
given the go ahead and said, “Oh yeah, 
to hell with this,’ and the damn thing 
was then approved. 

P. Yeah. “Don’t tell me about it.” R. 
“Go ahead. Don’t tell me. Go ahead and 
do it.” Well ’'m surprised about Dean 
because I didn’t think — 

P. Now Dean claims that he didn’t 
have anything to do with having them 
go ahead. Understand that. After that, 
Dean came in in terms of the obstruc- 
tion of justice. There’s where he’s vul- 
nerable. That’s all. He’s not: vulnerable 


on the first part in my opinion. I think , 


he — 

R. From the same position, if he’s 
gotten two people he’s trying to bargain 
with—Dean and Magruder—and he— 
did he say he. got written statement. 
from both of them? 

P. I don’t know—I think what they’ ve | 
done is just sat down and debriefed. 
That’s what they call it. It’s all (un- 
intelligible) with an agreement certainly, 
though. Where Dean is concerned, noth- 
ing they can do to shake him. On that 
one he stands firm. 

R. I would think that the one fellow 
that had to know about this and should 
- just take a leave.of absence is Dean. 

P. (unintelligible), what .about: this — 
who the hell wants to (unintelligible)? 
-It. looks. like. this. might (unintelligible) 
of course, set him off.R..We don’t: . 

P. Worse than he is. R. Well } think 
your point is true. enough. He appears 
beyond the thing, although. he— 

P, He was the one. R. Pretty hard. 
Pretty hard to say, “The lawyers—” 

P. Well he was—he was not: Not in 
this matter, I can dssure you. He han- 
died the whole thing. He was depending 
upon — regarding’ the -fact — when I; 
started my investigation of the 21st of 
March. I saw Dean at least (unintelligi- 
ble) times. At Camp David, he was to 
write the (expletive deleted) up so we 
could put out a statement. He said, “I 
really can’t write a statement that. you 
can put out.” So I must.say, I’ve done 
everything I can to get to the bottom, : 
Bill, as you can see. I said, “John, you : 
got to let it all hang. out—now find out | 
—you got to tel! me what the hell the : 
score is so we'll know ‘how to deal 


with this. We’re not going to be nibbled . 


to death by a thousand hurts.” That’s 
exactly what we’ve done. So we’ve got » 
just (unintelligible) The time when. Mc- - 
Cord, which I—I don’t know what he’s 
talking about. There are—at least, he’s © 
made a lot of allegations that he can’t 


prove, But there’s enough there .that 


would put anybody on notice that with- 
out a doubt there’s’ something wrong. 
R. Yeah. 


‘ 


Disclosure on Date 


P. That’s why I had to move and 1- 
have—at least I produced —~—good. I: 


thought the statement should reveal that 
I have been working: on the (expletive - 
deleted) since the twenty-first of March. 

R. (unintelligible) Why don’t we — 
why don’t we try it again tomorrow | 
night and then ~— — 
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P, Right. R. Why don’t you get—still 
in the—in the—in a.teal sense, it’s up 
to the—it’s up to John and Bob. 

P.. Yeah, R. It’s damn difficult for 
anybody else who doesn’t know what 
the hell he’s talking about. For exam- 
ple, I don’t. really know—you know— 
what the facts are. 

P. Yeah. R. I—P. I’m not sure that 
I know. 

R. You don’t either. So it’s very -dif- 
ficult for others. Your judgment tends 
to be superficial. Although a sophisti- 
cated fellow John, after all, is‘a lawyer 
so he claims that: he’s (unintelligible). 
Thoughtful kind of a fellow, and if he 
isn’t shaken now, this is a fellow that’s 
not just a rambling idiot. 

P. Yeah—he’s taking (unintelligible). 
Had everybody over this morning. 
“Going to fight, discredit-Dean — dis- 


‘credit the prosecutor.” You know — 


“going to fight.” That’ll be one hell of a 
big fight but (unintelligible) the Admin- 
istration (unintelligible) R. (unintelli- 
gible) ; 

P. Dean’s (unintelligible) 

R. You don’t expect the head of the 
FBI to pick up and burn the damn stuff. 
You can always put it in your safe and 
say it is unrelated to the investigation. 
But, burn’ it? Makes you look like a 
common crook, 

_P. We're working as hard as we can. 
The guy we're thinking of Bill (unin- 
telligible) frankly (unintelligible) a 
Democrat, Irish, “Catholic, bachélor, 
forty-two years of age. He’s finishing the 
Elisberg case and received plaudits for 
being just as fair.as he can. Thank God 


there’s a jurist of that kind. And based’ 


on (unintelligible) sense of (unintelli- 
gible). And I feel I think he’d ‘get a 
hundred’ percent because. he has the 
best investigative experience, A great 
man for the job. R. (unintelligible) 

P. He will get a hundred votes in the 
Senate. I think (unintelligible) Why did 
you burn it? Wouldn’t you say, “There’s 
no place in the FBI. We have nothing 
to do with politics. This is political ma- 
terial. Turned’ it’ over to us, showed it 
to us because they wanted. to be. sure 
they weren’t suppressing anything and 
it did not involve the Watergate. (un- 
intelligible) thought the best thing to 
do was the FBI.“ 

H. Do you want Us or not? P, Oh sure, 
come on in. 

R. I was just saying to the President 


may be we ought to wait until overnight. 


The two of you buzzed or just not feel- 
ing well—. — 


E. We talked to your Mr. Wilson. 
P. Was he lying. down? Wilson? An 
old-timer? 
Impressed With Wilson 


H. Nothing like—contrary to your feel 
ing that we wouldn’t want to work with 


him, I think we'll find him very good 


and tough. 
E. He’s very knowledgeable. 


H. Sharp as hell. Technically, he’s too 
old, but mentally he’s very bright. 


P, Just. let me say, I’m so glad that 


_you have him, somebody, to talk to. . 
I definitely— 


R. My only reservation would be — 
(unintelligible). : 


H. Well, that’s a problem. If we go 
to trial, he’s got a heart problem and 
all that so you can’t — 


P. You don’t need.a trial lawyer— 
H. We need brains right now. 


P. What you need is brains, judgment. 
H. He’s got that. 


E. Well, he knows the cast of char- 


_ acters. He knows Petersen. He knows 


Glanzer. He knows all those people, 


_and he despises them. 


R. All the people we don’t like. H. 
Maybe he started out that way before 
we. said anything. R. Well, I’m glad, 
because I was worried about his con- 
dition. 

P. Bill brought — incidentally, I asked 


him about it again, how he liked the 


Garment approach. And he said, “No 


- problem.” We should go with him. I 


told him this is the only question you 
see, I don’t have anybody to talk to. I 
never talk to Petersen any more. That’s 


.done, except — except for all the in- 
formation I want, You know what I 


mean. : 
 E. Wilson said to us, “Beware of 
Petersen. He talks.” He said, he cited 
a. case that he had_that- Petersen was 
involved in — 


H. And he said that one problem in 


dealing with him was that every point 


che makes is accompanied by a’ story, 


’ and that latter is so. 


P. He probably foxed him. Well, then 


_maybe all Pll do with Petersen —he 


said that he’d give-me 12 hours’ notice 
with regard to the Magruder thing, and 
I think I want that. H. Yeah. 


P. Bill doesn’t know how the hell that 


“procedure works — 


E. Let me tell you what that anecedé 
ure is. Wilson explained that to us, too. 


. He said that where a man goes in on an 


information, and pleads guilty. in this 
District, it is customary for the judge 


.to interrogate if he wishes to. And also 


for there to be filed a statement of 
the case — ah — in the nature of infor- 


‘mation. Now the. information which they 


will file instead of indictment names the 


co-conspirators in the conspiracy charge 
. who are not indicted. . ; 


That does.not mean that you won't 


-be indicted later. It means for the. pur- 


pose of that information which.is then 
filed, you are not indicted. And so this is 
a list of people who in a description of 
a conspiracy pattern are co-conspirators. 

His analysis of the pros and cons 
of ‘this are that fot the prosecutor to 
come forward and say, “If you will sus- 
pend, these birds, I will name them in 
the list of co-conspirators,” gets the 


* presecutor off a difficult political hook 
‘ because when the judge asks, 


“Were 
there any other co-conspirators and so 
on?’*He says, ‘Well, they have already 
been suspended — ah, and may.be in- 
dicted.” We reserve the right to indict 
them, but we are going to have them 
beofre the grand jury. 
R. So, are they going to help a bit? 


- The Prosecutor Is Helped 


E. Weil, it doesn’t help us. It helps 
the prosecutor with his problem, On the 


_ other hand, he says, there is a certain 


negative in it. From a political stand- 


“point for the Administration in that the 
question will arise, “Well, why weren’t 

. their names on there if they’ re co-con- 
spirators?” 


P, Right. E. Somebody’s covered up. 
R. Yes. H. That’s worse than putting 
them on the list. E. Yeah, and so, .he 
said — . 

R. I don’t know, John. And let me 
go. back for just a moment on this pro- 
cedure. The information is filed by. the 
prosecutor himself, without a grand jury 

_ action? H. Yeah, R. If the prosecutor 
names, for all practica] purposes, the 
fact-—-. P. In the public mind— R. 
Particularly that you are going to leave 
public service — E. That’s what Wilson 
said. H. That’s what Wilson said. P. If 
they are indicted. . : 

R. Well. You've been indicted. P. 
That’s right.-Let’s face it. R. The indict- 
ment, Bob is a charge — P. It doesn’t 
convict anybody: R. What the Constitu- 
tion provides ‘is that before charged, 
a group of citizens to view the evi- 

> dence—E. In secret — 

R. In secret, to see if there is suffi- 
cient evidence to make a public charge 
against them. That’s the protection that 
everybody has. If there is an exception 
‘and I guess there is in this case, the 
‘lesser crime would result. But in this 
case the gravity is such that it is all 
baloney. That’s all right if somebody 
is accused of stealing an automobile 
_ from the sidewalk or something. You 
- know, people’ in Government positions 
are entitled to the protection of the 
_ grand jury because if they want to make 
. & public charge against an individual 
then present it to the grand jury. That’s 
what you have. But here you have a 
perversion of the system. E. Sure. 

R.. Being . compelled..to leave the 
Government.. Hell, as.far as the public 
is concerned,.you are already indicted. 
..E. Really, the job—they have this ca-‘ 
pacity by using that process. They could - 
_ ruin you and. never give you a day in | 
court. R. Of.course. E. They could list- 
you as a co-conspirator, don’t call you: 
. to the grand jury, don’t take an indict-; 
ment against you—H. Force the Presi- 
‘dent to suspend you and— 

E. You are cooked forever. You area 
conspirator, in the Watergate case. R. 
As far as the public is concerned, you 
are indicted even if they don’t call it 
that.-E. That’s right. R. That's what it is 
nowadays. The President has been 
forced to have you leave. E. It’s non- 
actionable. It’s privileged. You can’t sue 
for slander. H. We do have a public » 
record in that regard in that we have a 
public position that commands substan- 
tial attention. R. See, Bob, the protec- 
tion of the grand jury gives a citizen 
is that first the charge is heard in pub- 
lic. H. That’s right. To turn this around. 

R. Then the charge—then everybody 
shuts up. The evidence is not disclosed. 
Nobody says a word and the judge cau- 
tions everybody to take the oath not to 
repeat the evidence and then you go to 
trial. And everything is then controlled 
by the rules of-evidence. Then the jury 
makes a decision based on that evidence. 
That’s the system. Now if you do it 
the other way, you don’t get the trial. 
You both would be indicted and con- 
victed by the public beforehand. 
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‘That’s the System’ 


E. That’s a tough political call—that 
we were framed up there. In this con- 
versation, we don’t need to decide here 
beyond mentioning it, but it’s something 
that will have to be decided. Our rela- 
tionship‘to Dean—probably was client 
to attorney. Because we were already 
noted and present in all these trans- 
actions. What I said to Dean and what 
Dean said to me is private conversation 
with no third party present. It could 
be a question of privilege. The ques- 


‘tion is, if requested by the prosecutor, 


to waive the privilege. It is that Dean 
conversation where he says he -came 
and told me that Liddy had confessed. 

P. But he did it in California, didn’t 
he? E, Well, the only.reason to tell me 
was not for me as me but because I 
was one of two conduits that he had to 
the Boss. He didn’t have, I mean, the 
organizational setup was that way. H. 
The President’s log is very interesting. 
I don’t know if you’ve gotten through 
all of this, but from the time of the 
Watergate break-in until the end of Au- 
gust when he signed your votes in the 
office, you never saw John Dean. 

P, That’s of course— H. During July 
and August the President had no com- 
munication with Dean at all. 

E. Now, he gave a lot of legal advice 
about this case. A lot of traffic and all 
that, but there’s also developed a poor 
relationship and sooner or later the 


- President is going.to have to decide 


whether he wants to consider ‘Privi- 


lege—if Dean becomes—. 


P.. My privilege? Lawyer-client privi- 
lege? 

-E.. Yes. In Dean’s communications to 
the-and my communications to.him. And 
‘tthe same.with Bob. I think. That's 
a tough problem. You probably, won’t 
want to reserve it.. P.Y’ll take a look. In 
‘fact I don’t mean this politically. What 
do you think about that? R. It is really 
ticklish. 

E. Probably the first time it’s come 
up in this generation. Mr. Wilson would 
like to do a lot of erudite thinking 
about that for a while. P..Great old man. 
E, He was at the White House once 
before. 

P. I remember. It’s almost a year now. 
E. Dixon-Yates thing. 

H. He was offered the Budget thing. 
He refused. Canal is open. H. He 
stayed at the ee House for seven 
months, 

R. My only thought on (unintelligible) 
maybe -he is looking out to neh hurt 
himself at all. 

P. Like what? R. Well, what it really 
means is—it is hard to understand 
he was Counsel to you-as well as to the 
President. 

E. I appreciate what you are saying 
and that is important, and I understand. 


R. How did he contact the President? 


H. Dean? He dealt: with one of us. E.-~ 


In our. capacity to make decisions. He 
was really an advisor. in that situation. 
Not a (unintelligible) and sometimes he 
followed and sometimes he didn’t. 

P. That’s common. Everyone = 
to carve his place. H. Yeah. 


R. Problem is, what do other people 
Say about him? E. He’s a eee, Sure, 
that’s right. 


P. And I deferred to him in this 


damned investigation. Remember you 


said, “I think you ought to talk to John 
Dean.” Remember, And I called him in 


there, And, ~—, I Jistened ad infinitum 


and carted him off to Camp David. 

‘H. (unintelligble) I deferred te him on 
most occasions. 

R. Well, why don’t we think it over? 

P. Weill, let’s start with one thing. 
I don’t see anything to be gained. by 
the procedure of Haldeman and Ehrlich- 
man. You see, here’s the problem. 


Kleindienst, Bill, on Sunday—they both 


came in and said, “Because of Halde- 
man and Ehrlichman—just the fact that 
both of these clowns had implicated 
them and they ought ‘to resign. They 
haven't served you well, Mr. President,’ 
and all that sort of thing. R. I think 
that’s— 


Officeholder’s Duty 


P, They said, “Make them resign, re- 
sign, resign.” I said, “Well, damn it, 
I can’t do it on un-corroborated testi- 
mony.” The point is—-I think—a moment 
of truth for them when they come in— 


' and say they’ve got corroborative tes- 


timony. Do I have to examine the 
damned testimony? I say, “Look, fel- 
lows, I think under these circumstances, 
you had better voluntarily—” say—See 
what I-mean? That’s what, my concern 
age has made the point that a person 

in public office should have no more 


_ and no less rights than a person out - 


of public office. Thats my | ‘theory. Right,. 
Bill? 

- H, Well, there is a good counter argu- 5 
ment which is that a person in public 
office has a higher obligation than a | 
person not in public office, This is one 
of their points. 


R. I think though, that is for the 


“individual to decide. That in effect has 


to be done. It hasn’t been done. 

E. I think that if we turned up in 
this - crazy information—junk—even 
though we are not charged with a crime, 
in the ultimate sense—I could write you 
a letter and say that due to these 
charges, that obviously I don’t want to 
impair your situation and I am going 
to take a leave. 

P. You could say I have asked you 
to put me on leave until the charges 
are cleared up. 

E. Sure, and I think that is the direc- 
tion from which it ought to come. 

P. I personally think that is really the 
course of action we should take and let 
them put it out if they want to that 


’ way. And if they do and if you are 


named you can immediately say, .“I 
am confident that these charges’ will 
not stand up and that I, that I, and 
so forth’ — and, “My usefulness, of 
course, will be seriously impaired and 
I therefore request a leave until the 


_ matter is cleared up.” I think that’s, I , 


think we can all agree on that without 
an indictment. I might put a P.S. on 
there and say, “I am shocked with the 


_ procedure followed and when I am. re+ 
- instated I am going to see to it that 


the Justice Department changes its pro- 
cedure.” 

R. If the prosecutor came to. the Presi- 
dent and advance sufficient evidence for 
you to ask them to resign, and he looks 
at that evidence and says, “I agree.” 


That’s your decision. But in this kind , 


of a case, normally, that kind of a judg- 
ment wouldn’t mean indictment — that’s 
all we have (unintelligible) but under 
these circumstances (unintelligible) . 

R. In. effice, Dean would be doing a 
greater disservice to you than a bona- 
fide Grand Jury indictment. 

P. That’s right, he would. .R.. He’s 
working for and already decided before 
the Attorney General could come on 
the case, 

P. I think that, I think that before 

_you have your day in Court. That really 
means something to me. 

R. Well, if you were to consult aside 
from the Attorney General that’s a dif- 
ferent matter. I don’t — the thing I 
think — based on what Petersen gave to 
the President, which I looked at, I don’t 
think there’s sufficient there. There may 
be something I don’t know about. 


E. Well, L put those to Wilson and he 
said, “Well, rll have to — take it 
with my bed ° crumbs tonight.” You 
know his reaction was... 

P. What are we going to do to — g0 
ahead . . . R. The Star Newspaper 
said’ that you had necting in June or 
: something. . 

P. Say it again. That’s what Dean's 
saying. E, And even then, after that. 

’ ~, That cannot be proper, Bill R. But 
even supposing you ‘had said.that. Sup- 
‘pose you said that. Then there was, 
then it isn’t what you say, it’s what 
’ you did. P. Yeah. 

R. So, what did they do? They turned 
- all. Everything in the safe over to the 
FBI. They turned over the materials deal- 
ing with the Watergate to the agents 
that were investigating it, they turned 
over other material not related to Water 
gate and was not under investigation 
to. the head of the FBI. Now how in hell 
can you say, “That is obstruction of 
justice to turn over all the evidence to 
the FBI?” 


Burning of Material 


P. Except that, when Pat Gray burned 
it, it makes it look like it—E. His wild 
geese—‘“Deep Six.” 

R. Pat Gray says, Pat Gray was told 
to do that. He said—.. 

P. He was not told to do that. 


E. On the other business, which ‘is 
_ very suspicious, and that is the business 
_ of “should he leave the country,” I’ve 
checked with everybody in that meeting 
and they don’t remember anything like 
that. It turns out Dean called Liddy and 
told him to have Hunt leave the coun- 
try. Colson recalls Dean mentioning this 
to him, not.in my office, and Colson 
saying to Dean, “You stupid bastard. 
What a terrible mistake.” Then it was 
counitermanded so— 
H. And he didn’t leave the country. 
E. And he didn’t leave the country, 
so I suspect that Dean may have acted 
unilaterally on that. 
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P. Here again—H. Colson brought him 
up short. 


P. Here he is trying to pass this up to — 


Ehrlichman, too. 

E, Well, he has to have an explana- 
‘tion for whv he did it. ; 

P. And how is that going to come out 
from the others if they said, “He was 
told to leave the country"? Or has Hunt 
already said it? 

E. Well, yeah. There is no question 
that he got orders from Liddy who said 
that, “my principals say—” And he said, 
“Who are your principals?” and he said, 
“John Dean.” 


P. John Dean said, “Oh no, it’s Ehr- — 


lichman”? E. Yeah. Get into one of these 
“he said,” “I said’ sort of thing, it’s 
going to be miserable. But the probabili- 
ties against the surrounding cifcum- 


_Stances at least as of now look good. 


E. Now’! have no illusions about this 


process, when you give it the test of | 


credibility. Everybody gets used up. 
There is nothing left so you just have 
to expect that that’s the end of the 
ball game. 

P. Well, it is for this time, but now 
and then you have one fight and win 


.the battle. The three, the three-fifty 


thing is the toughest thing, Bob, about 
this whole thing. Mainly, to me there’s 
no question about it, just basically that 
they, had knowledge that it was going 
to those defendants and so forth. They: 
wanted it for that purpose. And the 
question is what you thought it was, 


. And then again they'll say that they 


don’t believe you. It'll get down to that. 
R. Dash, etc. 

P, There again, though, course they 
have a route to this. LaRue. He broke 
down and cried, I guess. j 

E. That's a-right. Are you going ta 


have spaghetti tonight? R. Spaghetti and 


singing Toscanini. 
P, Well, Bill. You go ahead. ril—let 


‘them go home. it’s possible we may ask 


your advice tomorrow with all-—- 
R. I have reason to feel good that 


_ you got John Wilson. 


H. We ‘sure appreciate your help. R. 
Yeah. E. He was enormously oi 
to hear that you had recommended fi: 


‘The Swiss Deal’ ~ es 


H. We told him you had suggested 
him and it was the only name you 
could suggest and ‘he said that “Bill 
and I have been on the same side and 
on opposite sides. He wouldn’t speak to 
me on one matter.” E. It was on the 
Swiss deal — 

H. Something he wouldn’t speak to 
me — never (unintelligible) worked over 
here three days a week and never saw 
President Eisenhower. Never got an au- 
tographed picture and so we said, ‘“May- 
be in this. case that could be arranged.” 


P, Provided he had nothing to do with ' 
* Watergate! E. He’s very clean by the 


looks of it. P. Well, so are you. Damn it! 


R. O.K. Good-by, Mr. President. 
P. I’m glad he feels good shout having 


_him come over here. 


H. Yeah. Well, I don’t aes about 


that. I don’t know anything about law- — 


yers, I never had one before so, For 
exactly reasons Bill thought we wouldn’t 


‘this point to Ron, 
“somehow has. sold out the White House, 


like it—he’s an old man and we won't 
‘like working—I do for him. 

P. How old is he? Seventy? 

H. Seventy-two. Well, he’s well-pre- 
served. He has some difficulties, But 
‘PH tell you the guy has got — his 

| mind isn’t slow at.all. He is right with 
Us and then some. He’s got an abun- 
: dance of stories. 
L P. Sure. H. Well, I fell pretty good 
; about him. P. Well, it’s good to have 
him. Very good. It's a fight. 
' HI need — a — heis so devoted 
to other things. He’s just devoted.to the 
cause. He said, “It’s a great honor to 
;meet you men.” 
P. What is his reaction to the whole 
damned thing? Comic tragedy of errors? 
a He didn’t characterize it. He didn’t, 
P. Hello. Have you been busy? Yes. 


“How did it go? I've heard that. Yeah. 


_ Yeah. Yeah, for later. That’s right. Either 
“way: That's right. Sure. Well, get a 
question about whether I talked. to 
Mitchell. Huh? Yeah, Mitchell, But 
there was a time set. From this period 
on. From the 21st on, did you talk to 
Mitchell? Very good. (unintelligible) 
Very good, How are you? Good luck. 


(unintelligible) Well. I just feel that, I 


just went through that, now they may 
have told you that the basic heart of 
the matter— . 

E. Well, I tell you. I think you've put 
‘him in a box on that. They are going 
‘to have to have some damn good rea- 
gon for that Sirica thing. | 

P, Dean’s credibility is totally de- 


“stroyed you know. H.. Dean (inaudible) 


P, Sure,.Dean was in charge of the 
investigation. Did they ask him that? 
‘Yes. I put it up to Ron and I made 
“You know Dean 


the Administration, ete.” 


_Press Criticism Foreseen 


_H. That’s a good statement. It is a 
good idea. It puts you exactly in the 
position that you should be in now. P. 
We'll get kicked by the press on it. 
H. For giving in on Ervin, etc. 

P. Giving in on Ervin, Oh Ervin’s great 
—hell, that doesn’t. bother me a bit. I 
was always ready to give in on Ervin 
and I said, “This is very satisfactory 
now. We have.now accomplished our 
purpose.. This is a good deal. I said, 
“Tt not only applies to this case but it 
can-apply to other things.” I ad libbed 
that when I said it. I worked it in. 

H. It was a very good answer. 

’ P, No,-I shouldn’t ‘pick on the press 
but, “Why did the President act. so late 
on this case? Why didn’t he act earlier 
on this matter? He had the charges 
floating around.” The answer is that 


‘they are charges that were just float- 


‘Ing. I mean, I think really, that’s true, 
newspaper charges and so forth, E. THY 
were all relying on Dean, frankly. 

’ H. Well speed was not of the essence 
in this case.,It wasn’t a matter of where 
by moving quickly we would stop some- 
thing. It was done. It.was a.matter now 


' of doing it properly. Not quickly. 


P. That’s right, Bob. That’s the point 
of the whole Garment thing. There is 


this tendency John, to talk, and basically 
I thought he was a (unintelligible) but he 
was a totally nonplussed by that. . 

H. He said, “Where’s the Attorney 
aGeneral?” He’s taken himself out -of it. 
Wilson said, ‘“‘Where’s the Beputy At- 
‘torney General?” He’s not involved in 
‘it. Who should be on top of this? Why 
did Silbert call me instead of Titus? 
‘Silbert—he’s an old boy from the Jus- 
tice Department and -they band 
together.” He said, “Did John Dean ever 
work for the Justice Department?” He 
also said, “I bet you those lawyers that 
‘Dean has--and Magruder has— both 
were old Justice Department types.” He 
says that-Glanzer is a very bad. opera- 
tor. He knows him .well. He doesn’t 
know Silbert but he knows Glanzer very 
well. Says the’s a very bad guy. 
(unintelligible) . 

- P, Well, don’t you. both agree though, 
John and Bob? H. He did it. But 
T’ve heard he was the L. A. Times leak 
this morning. P. I knew about the leak. 
it was going to come yesterday, H. No, 
I don’t think it was intended as that. 
And I don’t — not because it triggered 
us, but because it set the stage. It let 
out ahead of time that the White House 
wwas going to move on something. And 
’ then you did. 


Dean Leak Suggested 


, P. Well, did that. story say the White 
House, was going to move? Oh, oh, oh. 
Heads are going to roll. That probably 
‘came directly from Dean. I think Dean 
did that. 

H. “White House likely to admit some 
Watarmstn responsibility — will have a 
dramatic admission of. whether one or 
more high level officials bear respon- 
sibility.” It doesn’t say White House 
officials. Your action now saying some- 
thing substantial will. develop, and then 
when the Mitchell bomb breaks, that’s 


all going to fit together rather, rather— » 


P. Yeah. Yeah (unintelligible) about 
that—Tell us about that ransacking and 
(unintelligible). It’s been about two 
years ago. It’s about, not. letting (un- 
intelligible). 

H. He said it was 22,000. Was the 
difference in money material? Can a 
. case be made out. of that? Did he keep 
the money or was there something about 
that? 

P. He called the same day, too, didn't 
he? 

H. No, he called the next day. He 
called within twenty-four hours. That 
was the next day. Testified on Thurs- 
dey and called on Friday. _ - 

E. They are using every lever they 
can lay their hands on—these guys that 
say that. 

- H. I saw on ABC news tonight, which 
also fits into all this. It ways in the last 
three weeks in the White House, Halde- 
man has been coming down very hard 
on everybody: “If you have. anything 
to say to say it now. This was the 
message that was given to Mitchell Sat- 
urday at the White House. Haldeman 
evinced no protection and no apologies. 
, Anyone and everything will be dis- 
closed.” It should have been Ehrlich- | 
man instead of Haldeman, or get out’ 
White House for cracking down hard 
on the Watergate. It’s not bad. It’s. a 
damned good position to be in. And | 
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when Ziegler talked to him he said, 
“T can’t give you anything official on 
that but off the record you are ,not 
going off base.” : 

P. Was Bill Gill on that one? 

H. Not tonight. Gill called and asked 
for confirmation and said he-was going 
with the story and he wanted Ziegler’s 
comment. Zeigler said, “I can’t give 
you any. comment.” 

P. The story probably isn’t even out. 

H. Well, that’s what I said to Ron, 


. “Hold the statement until tomorrow,” 
and looked up my story (unintelligble) , 


was on, No. It will be on. It’s*on.- 


. There’s another item. 


P. The right day too. We had to get 


it out. (Unintelligible.) 

H. That’s right. That’s right. The 
POST won't put it in tomorrow, If the 
POST had something to go with tomor- 
row, I would say they wouldn’t go. 
‘They’! hold up now and watch for 
something. They are playing the long 
game. 

P. I get your point,.John.. On the 
(unintelligible), I. think. we, I think we 
have sped the process up. This kind 
of stuff, this kind of stuff here would 
have had stories for three of four 
months. H. That’s right. 


&B That. Ervin. Right. We .get into 
the Grand Jury and then wey get an 
‘indictment. 


H. Well, there’s no question that it’s 
the best way compared to the Ervin 
-process, It is essential to go this way. 

’P, That’s right. If it weren’t for the 
fact (unintelligible) possibility of (unin- 
telligible). I (unintelligible) my ‘theory 
» take ‘this thing to the Grand Jury. 

. Yep. 


H. We have to face the possibility 


-of indictments and those would: have 


to come: anyway. They wouldn’t have 
let you get away with it, 

P, Well, I think what would happen 
for instance with Ervin’s problem. They 
would be saying, “We refer this to the 
Grand Jury.” a 


‘Would Have Murdered Us’ 


H. They would have murdered us. 
Something would be out every minute. 
Demanding that you fire everybody. De- 
manding that you do this and that. : 

E. Well, as a. matter of fact, you 
might have turned the set up some day 
and watched your White House Counsel 
crap—for the glorious television. It 
would be at least surprising. H: That's 
right. P. Oh, it’s done up there? H. Sure, 
he pulls it up there. 

P. Let’s face it, up to this thing, Dean 
handled a lot of stuff well. H. That's 
bg Yes. 

I would hate to have you appear 


-in The position of not, (unintelligible) 


sort of conditionally: holding the job 
open much beyond the time that Dean 
is— 


for sure John is—I think that I’ve got to 


play, I. want to play, I-know the Dean ° 
thing very well. We have played it: 
fairly well. I think what we ought to do . 
-—- make our. deal or not with Dean’ 


within a week. I don’t see how Dean can 
possibily miss being involved in what- 


P. I'll say this, I think that one thing 


ever they put out on Magruder. He.can’t 
miss being—and the way this guy talks, 
I think all of you, all of you, .every- 
body may get it. 

E. He may get it. He's had (unin. 
telligible) go around and talk with the 
U.S. Attorney types. I think we may 
have Wilson go over on the Hill (unin- 
telligible) and say, “OK, you are.about 
to ruin these guys. I just want you’ to 
know that they ate going to: have to go 
out and protect themselves,” You-are 
going to be in a knotty probleri. (Un- 
intelligible) I mean. He has quite a Close 
relationship with Titus. He’s not going 
to get much of a total on this. This 
statement, and he’s going to make it, 
anything he can to press for, not im- 
munity, but functional immunity, so- 
called where he doesn’t need to make 
a side deal with the boys and they can 
grant immunity. And that would be my 
hunch. .. 

P. Alright, we shall go over—Come in. 

H,/Hello, Mr. President. 

~P, Same old thing, huh? £. I would 
force him to go to Sirica.— 

P. Put that in the library. E. Showing 
the judge what kind of a witness: this 
is. Come on, get the Hill off the hook 
of the Executive Branch by having the 


; Judge grant the immunity. 


* P. The Judge can attack that state- 
ment. E: You are putting yourself with 
the angels on that. 

P. I am just saying that immunity is 
not granted to any major—E. I -think 
that will be read as relating to Mitchell 
and three or four of that ilk as well. 

P. Oh, sure. H. They : = decide not 
to do this. 

-P, That’s the point. H, Dean. will be 
fonkibelligiiie): or it could be done que 
ly... 

: Immunity for! No One 

Pp. But I have told the ‘big five, I 
told.the Assistant Attorney General, spe- 
cifically,.that nobody should be granted. 
immunity in. any case, Rogers agrees 
with. this ‘and— (unintelligible). 

H. The-other. point that. our attorney. 
makes, which is significant: “That’s 
right the judge can grant immunity, but 
that in the Executive, only the Attorney 
General can. grant it. That holds some- 
where else too. 

P. Dean is the only one who can sink 
Haldeman or Ehrlichman..H. How am I 
going to explain that, after putting out 
a statement? 

E,. What do you ‘say, “Dean is some 
little clerk?” He’s-my counsel... 

.P. That’s right, he’s involved in the 
Gray thing. They are not going to throw 
the whole thing in there. I am thinking 
whether to. see. Dean again unless it’s 
useful — I-don’t think-you can control 
him, he’s fanatic, If you feel it would 
be useful, let me know. - 

E. I will tell you what is lurking in 
the back of my mind is that, based on 
the chain df circumstagces, Dean may 
be>provoked to make a public state- 
ment which is slanderous and hostile. 

P. Another thing. I would like the li- 
bel suits, I: think both of you, and Bob 
particularly, you ought to get yourself 


.@ libel- lawyer, Bob, and check the or 


have Wilson check and use the most 
vicious libel. lawyer there is. I’d .sue 
every (expletive deleted) (unintelligible). 


There have been stories over this period 
of time. That will make — that also 
helps with public opinion. Sue right down 
the line. It doesn’t make any difference 
now about the taking depositions and 
‘the rest, does it? The important thing 
is the story’s big and I think you ought 
to 20 out and sue people for libel. 

H..Do you mean Senator Weicker? 
P. He’s covered. E. Oh, he’s not, not 
when he was on Issues and Answers. 

H. (unintelligible) or using newspaper 

interviews; E, That’s right. 

H. It was not on the Floor, he’s- too 
buzzy, stupid: Pome, , 

P. The point is the thing with Weicker 
(unintelligible) is whether he said—how 
did he say that? Was it libelous? H. I 
think so. I better ask a lawyer. 

P. Was he-that specific? H. He was 
damned ‘specific. P. That Haldeman 
knew? ones 

H. Yes. “That Haldeman directed and 
Haldeman was ‘in personal command of 
all personnel.” I repeat,“all personnel at 
the Re-election. Committee.” 

P. Good, sue him. E. I think you 
should | = 


+: Allegation About Burglars 


H. He said that. 1 was in personal 
command of Liddy and Hunt. P. I would 
sue. 

.H. And McCord (unintelligible) I have 
never met or heard of him. 

P. John, this libel thing. You may: as 
well get at the libel thing and have 
yourself a little fun, E. Might make ex- 
penses. : 

H. Operating procedure-wise we've got 
to, or my recommendation would be 
that we should maintain a facade of nor- 
mal operations as long as you have take 
this position. I don’t think we want to 
look like something is radically changed. 
P.. Nope. 3 : 

H. Then I think we should come into 
the office at the normal, time in the 
morning —— and a 

P. Right. And have your staff meeting, 
plus you will be at the meeting tomor- 
Tow with the energy conference and you 
should be at the Quadriad meeting. You 
are right. H. Go and go as we go along. 
P. Unless. and until something happens. 
Now the only exception here is Dean. 
H. Dean should not, but nobody would 
know whether he does his normal job 
or not. But see that nobody gives a 
damn, he is not visible. P.. Well, the 
thing that — H. And he has been out 

_ of here for a month anyway. ; 

E. Any objection to going to Florida 
this weekend, if you go? P. Would you 
like to go down? E. Yes. H. I don’t 
expect to get much sunshine but — E. 
It might help. 

H. I think we should, unless our law- 
yer keeps us here, and he could.. P. 
Yeah. H. We normally would, and I 
think we should. P. Oh, I think you 
should, Bob. Right, now understand that 
if they crack this—H. Oh, well, then that 
would be a problem. 

E. One concession that I would ask 
and that is that people on leave be con- 


sidered for use of Camp David occasion-— 


ally. 
P. Let me say what I had in mind. 
I want you to go forward, and if this 
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thing comes out, which I can’t believe, 
I want you to go forward at all costs 
to beat the damned rap. They'll have 
one hell of a time proving it. Yours is 
a little tougher, I think, Bob, and it 
shouldn’t be—the 300. That’s why I hope 
you could raise with the judge and your 
attorney—that at least gave you the 
law on that point. 


A Briefing Is Scheduled 


H. Yes, sir. On that point, yeah. We 
haven’t gotten into (unintelligible) of the 
law, at all on obstruction of justice. E. 
He’s briefing that tonight for us. H. He 
says it’s damn tough, loose. E. He cites 
Glanzer as the leading authority on it. 
He uses it like a bludgeon. P. Only if it’s 
a (unintelligible). E. Oh, he hasn’t given 
-us that yet. ; 

H. He didn’t give us the opinion. He 
just said, “I'll tell you on the top that 


it’s very tough. It’s Luke’s law, and 


cases go all ways.” 

P. I hope he has an opinion some- 
time on the case involving Dean to the 
effect (unintelligible) establishing— 

H. Why the hell we didn’t see then— 

P. Remember, I was a little suspicious 
of Chuck. I was not, after all, I said, 
“Damn it, what’s he talking to these 
people for?” And remember the way I 
put it is, “He was saying, ‘Gee, I have 
talked to these guys, and they’re mind- 
picking.’.” 

H. Well, they're not in error. 

P. And I said, “I think they are taken 
Remember? I said that. H. Yeah, sure did. 
P. Well, I don’t~I think he was being 
taken by the Senator. E. Well, I think 
he figured rape was inevitable, so he 
was going to enjoy it. P. Bob, remember, 
‘I said, “I think they are taking Dean.” 


’ H. Sure do, E, Well, as I said before. 


We beat the rap, but we’re damaged 
goods. 

P. Right, you can’t go back in the 
Government, but I- will tell you one 
thing, you are not damaged’ goods as 
far as I am concerned. It’s. one hell of 
a thing. The point is that let’s wait and 
see what happens before we see where 
we are. = 


H. Sure. . 

P. We ought to expect the worst but 
I think that what I would like both of 
you to consider 50 per cent of your 
time also for editing, etc., and so on, 
with the foundation. The foundation is 
going to be a hell of a big thing, It’s 
bound to be. These first four years are 
terribly important and so forth. I mean 
after all, you understand, that looking 
down the road, looking down the road, 
as far as—you say’ your dad was good 
at looking down the road? H. Yep. 

P. If you are indicted and tried and 
found innocent, it washes away. 
H. Well—P. ‘Agreed? For government 
service, I mean. E. Or for the practice 
of law. P. I don’t think so. Really? E.’ 
Well, 1 think so. I think’so, Jeanne is 
furious about it. H..That isn’t true, John, 

‘We’ve Just About Had It’ 

E. It depends on the circumstances. 

There is nohing I can be discouraged 


about at this point. But I think we've 
just about had it. I think the odds are 


against it. H. You can always handle. 


traffic cases—E. Well, I am not too 
pleased with traffic cases. P. The hell 


With the traffic cases. Well, anyway — 
H, Well there’s all kinds of things we 
could do, 

: P. Well, 1 have a foundation. I just 
think it is fair, 1 don’t know whether 
I can find anybody to do it. I don’t 
know whether you would even do it. In- 
cidentally, it is terribly important that 
poor Kalmbach get through this thing. 
H. I think he is all right. P. How could 
he learn? Did you talk to him there? 
Did Dean call him about the money? 
H. Yes, sir. P. Does he say what was 
said? 

E. Dean told me that he told him 
what it was for. I don’t believe him. 
Herb said that he just followed instruc- 
tions, that he just went ahead and did 
it and sent the money back and — 
P. They said they need it for? E. I don’t 
even know if they told him what for. 
It was an emergency and they needed 
this. money and I don’t know whether 
he can get away with that or if it’s more 
specific than that. P. You can corrobo- 
rate then Herb on that one. E. I can if 
Dean is the accuser. I can. 

P. If Dean is the accuser, I can. If 
Deans is the accuser, you can say 
that he told you on such and such 
a date that he did not tell Herb Kalm- 
bach what the money was for. E. That 
he has told me — that he has told me — 
P. That’s right — that’s right. H. If we 
have to get ‘out of here, I think the foun- 
dation funding — is one thing — but 
there is a lot of intrigue too—I hope to 
get funding for the ability to clear my 
name and spend the rest of my life 
destroying what some people like Dean 
and Magruder have done to the Presi- 


April 18, 1973 _ 
(2:50-2:56 P.M.) 


The President and Petersen 


Telephone conversation: 


Opr. Yes, please, P. Would you get 
me Assistant Attorney General Peter- 
sen, please? 

P, Hello. H.P. Hello, Mr. Presiderit. 

P. Well what’s—anything I need to 
know today? H.P. No, sir, There is 
no significant developments. 

P. Right. Uh, huh. All right. HLP. 
Strachan is coming in. Fred Vinson, 
former Assistant Attorney General un- 
der Johnson, is representing him. 

P. Representing who? H.P. Strachan, 
I think it is, who is going to come 
in, P. Strachan? Oh, yeah, yeah. Gordon 
Strachan. 

H.P. But there have been no develop- 
ments. We are still negotiating, We 
have a problem with the grand jury. 
The only copy of the grand jury tran- 
script has been locked up in the prose- 
cutor’s office. We have the F.B.L 
checking out the reporter on the ground 
that they have leaked it, The judge 
called us in about it this morning. 

P. Uh, huh. Sirica did. H.P. Yeah. P. 
About what? About part of it leaking? 

H.P. He was concerned about leak- 
ing and, of course, Anderson has been 
printing some of it, We have changed 


reporters, We haven’t even been bring- 
ing it over here for security reasons. 

P. Yeah. I would hope to keep the 
grand jury from leaking. But— 

H.P. Well, you know I don’t want to 
go too far on it either, because I don’t 
want to get into a diversionary battle 
with Anderson. 


P. Hell, no. I wouldn’t pay that much 
attention to it. I agree, I agree. What I 
‘meant is just do the best to control it. 
H.P. We are indeed. 

P. Because we know that it’s just 
wrong. Now we are handling it over 
here, I trust, aren’t we? I just told 
Ziegler he won’t comment on anything 
because it might affect the rights of 
either the prosecution or the rights of 
innocent people or the rights of de- 
fendants. 

H-P. We are not taking any calls 
from them over here. P. So that is all 
we are saying.- 

HP. You can’t talk to them at all. 
P. Fine. 

H.P. I was kind of pleased with the 
reaction your statement got. 

P. I think it was probably the right 
thing to say. H.P. Yeah. 

“p, What have you got—you haven’t 
made—you haven't finished the thing 
with Magruder yet, then, huh? 

‘HL.P. No, we haven't finished the 
“thing with Magruder. Ah, P. Dean 
the same, huh? 

. H.P. Dean’s,. well, we have just 
backed off of him for a while. His 
lawyers want time to think. 


' ‘Treated Like Everybody Else 


-P. I have deliberately, Henry~—I left 
Dean in a position where I said look 
he was going to be treated like every- 
body else because it wasn’t fair, I mean 
for him to be at all, you know—what 
I. mean, like when we talked about 
resignation, etc., since he was. making 
some charges. Well, it isn’t that. Since 
he has at least had some private dis- 
cussions, but they haven’t yet been in 
the grand jury forum, so I have to 
“respect those. 

H.P. I think that is right. P. So that 
was your suggestion, at least, that we 
should not do anything on Dean at 
this point. 

H.P. 1 think that is right. I. think 
you aught to just let him sit. 

P. All I have is just information— 
H.P. That’s right. 

P. basically from you and from him, 
but it is ‘information the gravity of 
which I just can’t judge until I see 
whether it is corroborated. 
~ H.P. You have to treat that as pri- 
vate, in any event. 


P. Private, don’t I? Yeah. And for 


that reason if I were to move to do it— 
so I think we are in the right position 
and, then, fine. OK—Then I won't ex- 
pect any more from you today. I won’t 
bother. you. 


HP. No. I am a little concerned. 


about Senator Ervin’s Committee. They 


have just, under the agréement Klein- . 


dienst worked out with Senator Ervin, 
have called the Bureau and asked to see 
the interview statements of Magruder, 
Porter, Sloan and LaRue. 

P. Oh, my (expletive removed). 

H.P: Ah, and I feel like I am sitting 
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on a powdes keg there, but I don’t feel 
like I can dare go to Senator Ervin 
until I get a definite commitment from 
Magruder. 

P. Yeah, yeah, On Magruder, what’s 
waiting besides the Committee with 
him? Oh, the deal with the DC jail and— 

H.P. Well that is right and whether 
or not the Judge is going to clap him 
in right away, and whether or not the 
Committee is going to put préssure on 
him. 

P. In other words, you think— you 
haven’t yet tried to talk to Ervin? H.P. 
No, Sir, and I don’t want to until I 
can tie him down. 

P. Til you've got him tied? I get it. 
H.P. Well, I’ve got to be able to say 
that I am coming out with something 
public in terms of a charge. 

P. I see. Right, right. H.P. You know, 
have a valid basis for asking him to 
slow it up. 

P. OK. Well, in any event, I am glad 
-you thought the statement went well. 
I worked on it to be sure that it didn’t 
compromise anybody one way or the 
other and as you noticed too I put the 
immunity thing. It leaves the ball in 
your court, but— H.P. I noticed. 

-P, But on the other hand, I had to 
express the view because basically peo- 
ple are going to ask me, what about 
Mitchell, what. about, you know, a lot 
of people and you know I just can’t 
be in this position. H.P. I agree whole- 
heartedly. 

P, Lower people are different. But 
you know, upper people, you know, they 
might think I am -protecting (unintel- 
ligible) H.P. I agree. 

P. OK. H.P. Alright Mr, President, 

Pp. Fine. 


April 19, 1973 
(8:25-9:32 P.M.) 
Meeting: The President, 
Wilson and Strickler, 

* — EOB Office 


P, This is my E.0.B. Office where I 
do a lot of—W. Yes. We were—you 
know those initials that we were— 

P. This where I do most of my speech 
writing—S. We saw your Oval room to- 
night. - 

P, What's that? §. I said, 
your Oval Office tonight.” 

P. Oh, you were over there? You 
hadn’t see. it before? S. No. W. No. I’ve 
never been in it, 

P. My gosh. W. You know we are local 
boys here and— 

P. You are going to get to see the 
things that tourists see— W. Yes. One 
of our dear friends is a dear friend of 
yours and that is the Marriotts. 

P. Oh, aren’t they great people? W. 
Aren’t they. We have represented them 
for years—until young Bill got so he 
wanted large out-of-town law firms. 

P. Foolish. W. But Bill and Ollie and I 
have been—I have been friends with 
them 40 years; they are the sweetest 
people inthe world. — 


“We saw 


P. Well, they are really fine Ameri- 
cans, and you know—And gee whiz,: 


they don’t drink themselves. but they 
make a lot out of selling it. 

(Laughter) 

S. There was a time when they didn’t 
do that, as you well know. 

-P. Oh, I know and it’s interesting they 
were telling me that they had a custom 
now in some of their houses where 
they——where they reserve a couple of 
floors for people who don’t smoke. W.; 
Yes. 

P. So people who come in—incident- 
ally, do you guys smoke? S. I gave it 
up. W. I never started. S. —five or six 
‘years ago. I feel that 

P. You didn’t start? Cigarettes or-—~ S, 
I was a cigarette smoker—about three 
packs a day. When I gave them up, I 
missed them. I was a hopeless addict. 
W. I never smoked in my life. ; 

P. Like some coffee? Uh? Coffee or 
Sanka? W. A little Sanka would be nice, 

S. Coffee: 

P. Coffee or Sanka? I have Sanka, I 
guess, Manolo? M. Yes sir. 

P. Get a little sleep tonight. W. I 
don’t guess you get very much. (Laugh- 
ter) 

P. Yet all-of our other problems we've 
got-——we've got the one you’ve got. 

W. Yes. We admire you so much—that 
we both are dyed-in-the-wool Republi- 
cans, I. was just telling Bob Haldeman 
that I joined the party years ago, I 
said, ‘No signs of beating Calvin’ Cool- 
idge with a Liberal!”. 

(Laughter) ; 

P. Well, tell me where it stands and— 
W. Yes. 

P. And, if you will, both: from the 
standpoint of the people you are repre- 
senting and from the standpoint of the 
Presidency, which, of course, we got to 
(unintelligible) and I—W. 1 can tell 
you (unintelligible) — ; 

P. Oh, sure, one of those things where 


. people ‘with the best of intentions—I 


mean everybody, John sane I love. 
W. Of couse. 

-P, He did things here, you — that 
were (unintelligible) on a less, here we 
have people who got involved—tangen- 
tially. Really an—W. We have had three 
days—three different daily sessions with 
Bob and John. : 

P, Right. 

_W. And two today. And two were— 
P, (unintelligible) W. by our visit to the 
District Attorney’s office. P. Right. 

W. This afternoon. Uh—we want to 
first, go over the Bob situation. He’s 
written a memo. of things which boils 
down the sensitive area—- 


Haldeman and $350,000 


P. You're talking about Haldeman 
now. W. —boils down to Bob—boils . 
down to the matter.of $350,000. 

P. Three fifty—right. I am aware of 
that, W. And what knowledge he has— 

Pp. And I have questioned him very 
thoroughly on all things myself. 

W.:—Uh—I’m sure you have and he 
said that Dean had come to him and told 
him of the need of this money. 

P, For what purpose? W. To help al- 
leviate families and legal counsel of the 
Watergate people. P. All right. 

W. And that was one occasion. Later 
on, when the money was transferred 
over to the Committee, he just wanted 
to be rid of it. And he had no intention 


as to where it might go. And—uh— 
that’s that. Now we said to him that 
we don’t doubt that—about the truth- 
fulness and what parties in these two ef- 
fects (unintelligible) We said,“Circum- 
stantially, if it be wrong to have done 
this, a jury might think that he did it 
with (unintelligible). . 
P. if what? If what? That it would , 
look—W, It'd look like it to an impartial | 


ury. 

ef When you put it to a jury it looks | 
like—it’s just very questionable? WwW. 
Yes. Yes. ; 

S. Depending upon how the testimony — 
comes out of the various people, . it 
could become an issue. P. Right. = 

W. Now that we—he said, “But wait 
a minute, What is this sin? What is 
wrong with this?” Well, by a far stretch 
this might be something of accessory 
after the fact to a conspiracy at the 
Watergate. This, Mr. President.— - 

P. Accessory? For what? For the pur- 
pose of? : eae 

W. Of sort of aiding the conse; 
quences. I gave an example of. Dr. 
Mudd.—P. Yeah. W.—in the John Wilkgs, 
Boothe case. : - . 

P. Just got that pardon. W. Yes. :f 
‘pointed out that he didn’t commit the 
crime but he did sort of aid in the thing 
afterwards. P. Right. W. Uh. ¥ as 

P. Now, I suppose—it was’ evident? 
1 suppose there, toa, the motive as td , 
whether he gave it to Dean: with the | 
knowledge and with the intent of keep- , 

ing the defendants quiet. That--W. That | 
would be the argument. Uh— _- 

P. The argument of the prosecution? 
W. Yes. S. Exactly. Now, we don’t know, 
what Dean will say on this. our 

P. Well; I guess you don’t because he, 
is involved himself. S. Yes, this is right. 
W. But-—P: (unintelligible) you’ve:got 


er 


to. 
S. We assume the worst. In our think-. 
ing, we assume the worst. P.: Exactly. 
Absolutely. ° foot G2 ae 
W. Now, we are old prosecutors, ;Mr.. 
President. P. Good. W. And we think 
that this is not a case, according to our 
standards. This is not an indictable case | 
against Bob. On the other hand, bear. 
in mind that we have got a group of : 
zealots—uh, particularly in Seymour | 
Glanzer who is a fire-eating prosecutor, | 
and uh—these zealots always ‘shoot for 
the top. P. Sure. ae 


‘tf It Goes to Court? 


W. And they are not always conscien~ 
tious enough to, uh—~. P, To: see whatis 
wrong about it. W. Whether it’s -aconz, 
victing case or whether it’s —: P. In! 
other words, they may indict even 
though they don’t think they can (un-.. 
intelligible), W. That’s it exactly... L; 
couldn’t — we couldn’t exclude the pos-- 
sibility that the prosecutors'might take 
this up. On the other hand, .we—we-— 
don’t think it amounts to ‘a. criminal 
case in a practical sense. Pitts ©, 

P. In other words, if it goes to a cow 
—you——whoever tries it—you think you 
might be able to defend him? S. On the: 
evidence that we now have, yes. W. Yas. 
That’s: our feeling. P. Now, that’s (un* 
intelligible). W. I want you to: know: 
we are guessing at this, Mr. Presidetit. . 
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P. The letter to La Ru@=was it to Law 
Rue? S/W. Yes, Yes. P. The letter to. 
LaRue—was in one sense a (unintelli- 


gible) admitted that he was raising. 


money for the defendants—have yoir 


got that? S. Yes. We have that. P. You — 
_must have it all, you see. W. Yes. We 


have that. When I say that we don’t: 


think this is really a good case, this is © 


just our best judgment. P. Sure. I under-° 
stand. : 

W We could be as wrong as the 
devil about this thing and, yet, coming 
to certain conclusions—that’s the rea- 
son we are presenting it to you in this. 
way. Now this is Bob’s situation—Bob" 


and John brought us their problems: 


three days ago. I want you te know that 

I never knew these guys. S. But they: 
are wonderful fellows. P. They are.: 
They’re great, fine Americans. And they 
tell the truth, too. W. Yes—=-. P. I can: 


tell you one thing about your clients. ‘ 
They'll tell you the truth. They don't; 
lie. W. Yes. Yes. Now; now—we took 
up John’s situation about the Deep Six. | 


P. Yes. This is Ehrlichman. W. Yes. 
P, O.K. “ 
W. And—he tells us that he (unintelfi-: 


gible) Hunt’s safe and that there wai" 


a pistol there;.there was some electrortic’’ 
—. P. Right. W. Equipment. Bob did not 


think it was bugging. But it was more - 
recording than bugging. But this is un- . 


important, S. And a batch of papers?” 
P. Right. W. Sensitive or. semi-sensitive- 


in nature. P, Sensitive in what respect— * 


political or other? ag 
National Security Cited ss 


W. I don’t think it was as much po-° 
litical as it was—didn’t he have somé™ 
thing to do with national security? 
P. Yes. S. I think it was-a mixture- of’ 
both. W. Was it—guess it might have 
been. P. Yeah. W. Anyway. Uh—what 
I was going to say today. P. Go ahead. 
ss The same day, or almost—Yes, 1 

ie ; - 5 

S. So the F.B.I. was brought in and. 
it seems that~. P They got the pistol 
S. They got the pistol. They got: the 
bugging equipment. And they'got a large 
quantity of papers. P. Which they gare” 
to Dean—I mean to Gray. W. Well, pre- 
sumably not this particular senstive 
area. P. Oh. W. Gray, as the head of 
the department, may have seen it. But 
this is not the particular instance ‘where 
we see Gray. Uh, Dean held back sonié. 
papers, aot 

’P, Oh. They gave some of the papers 
to the FBI? W. Most of them. Now. 
Frank, correct me this if — ah 

P, Thank goodness, they did that. Wo 
Oh yes, It was promptly done, wasn’t 
it? S. Yeah, it was. ae 

P. They saw the papers and they’: 
secured the area and they gave them™ 
to the FBI. W. Yes. ai 

P. And other papers though they did. 
give to the FBI? W. Now, do you recalf 
whether John said that Dean informed~ 
him he was holding these back. S. Yes,” 


oan 


sent tor. Or maybe that was John. 
S. ’'m not sure whether it was Dean: 
or John — I think it was John, though“ 
W. We have taxed our system ‘in the” 
last 72 hours. 4 
_P. I know, I know. S. (unintelligible) 
did not make (unintelligible). ie 


Wilson Describes Meeting - =; 


W. At any rate, this meeting which: 
was almost the next day — it wasn’t 
more than 24 hours after the FBI had 
entered and as John described — Gray 
sat over there and John sat — he sat 
here — and Dean handed Gray this: 
package of papers which as I say for‘ 
John’s purposes was sealed. He never 
saw the contents. Gray took it — the 
meeting did not last over four minutes. 
And left. Now Gray approached John. 
§. Ehrlichman: : 

, W. And said, I want you to not men- 
tion the fact that I received those pa~- 
pers. 

“"—P. Gray said that? To Ehrlichman? W. 
Yes. And John said. “Well, I can’t do 
that.” He said, “This was a — you 
were (unintelligible) in’ this somewhere. 
I didn’t know where it was — I never 
asked you what was in in it.” And 
Gray ‘said, “Well, I’m embarrassed be- 
‘cause I destroyed it.” Now this is Gray’s 
fault. : 

_ P. Terrible damned thing to do. W. 
Oh terrible. S. Wasn’t there a solicita- 
tion from Gray on the basis that he had 
testified to the contrary? W. I think 
jie had. S. And the — and then 

P. 1 don’t think he — as I recall — he 
didn’t testify. He told the U. S. Assist- 
ant — W. S. — Petersen S. He’s got it 
wrong. a 
..P, Yeah. It’s in the record. S. John left 
airather equivocal response to the re- 
quest. He called him back, upon reflect- 
ing, and said, “Look, I want you to 
know that I have got the question of 

” 
, P. John Ehrlichman? S. John Ehrlich- 
man, yes. 
_®B Then Gray got to Petersen and 
said, “look, I did get it. And I de- 
stroyed it.” S. Yes, that’s right. 

P. That’s the story. S. Incidentally, 
you mentioned Petersen— 

- P And I guess the only basis Gray 
could say that it was politioal stuff and 
I didn’t want to appear — pretty bad. 
W. Yes. Yes. With respect to Petersen, 
I must give you an aside. I don’t trust 
him. Myself. 

*'D -You don’t? W. We both have had 


wed 


‘ one experience with him. He divulged 


things we thought was confidential in 
a very serious matter to a potentially 
co-defendant’s lawyer who was an €X- 
Department of Justice lawyer when we 
played golf over the weekend, uh — 
afid told him the whole of our business 
and I got it back from a lawyer in Phila- 
delphia who heard it from the golf 
partner the next day. And I’m always 
aware that Petersen is dealing with ex- 


not contemporaneously but later on. W°'! employees of the Department of Justice. 


Yes. S..Dean had — W. Not at the™ 


moment. S. Not at the moment. 


i 


W. Now let me go on. Dean had a~' 


P. Pll remember that. W. Well, I wish 


you would. 


_ P. Well, Y’ve got to talk to him now. 


little envelope which was unopened as, W. I know you do, but I don’t go around 
far as John was concerned: He was maltgning everyone. 


unaware of its contents, And Gray was’ 


P. I know — I understand. I need 
to know. W. He’s on my list of people 


I don’t trust. 

“-p T understand. W.-Now, the second 
phase of John Ehrlichman was the idea 
of raising funds. 

-P, | understand. W. Now, the second 
phase of John Ehrlichman was the idea 
of raising funds. 

P. Which he was approached on W. 
Yes, and this was not to come out of 
the three-fifty. This was — 

P. He didn’t know about the three- 
fifty. W. Oh,I think he knew about it 
— the — he must -have according to 
the — 

Conversation Cited. 


-P, Well, what I meant is, it wasn't 
his field. W. That’s right. But he did get 
(unintelligible) ; 
‘-p Raising money and Dean says, “Can 
1 talk to Kalmbah?” And he said, “Yes.” 
And— 

‘AV, And Kalmbach went out and did 
raise the money. Now these matters in- 
volving John alarm us even less, if J 
can make a comparison, than Bob’s do. 
Because I don’t quite— ' 

-P. Do you mean from a criminal side? 
W; Yes, that’s it. See — 

“p, He said they come to him and they 
say, Look here. I’m going to raise some 
money. And Kalmbach here suggests 
okay. You mean that doesn’t make him 
guilty of something? 

‘W., Well, let’s go back to the ac- 
céssory after the fact idea. This gets 
even removed further than the release 
of the money from the (unintelligible). 
~ P. Yeah. 

- ‘W. of the White House fund to be 
used for that purpose. Now this com- 
pares—this contrast is not to be taken 
as making any great division between 
Haldeman and John. Well, frankly, our 
judgment is that neither one can be 
successfully prosecuted. 

“P, Because of what you see here? 

‘"W. Yes. ; 2 hw A 

P. Well, now wait.a minute. Let me 
ask you this, though. When you talked 
give me a little rundown of your 

talk with. the U. S. Attorney. W. I cer- 

tainly have. ‘ 

“Pp, Have you? 
~ W. Yes, now we have-—neither of us 
I 

-P. And also give me your judgment 
on this thing that Petersen told me about 
this—trather, I—I— 

*"W. Non-indicted—the’re better— 

‘Pp. It seems to me the moment they 
come out of that, they killed themselves. 

\ They are dead. 

W. Let me, yes. 

“P, I have never heard of that proce- 
dure before. But I may be naive about 
thelaw. . _ 

-W. Let me answer that one, first, ‘be- 
ciuse that is more brief. In conspiracy 
indictments, very frequently they will 
name express defendants—conspirators 

and they will name co-conspirators 
by name as well as other people to the 

Grand Jury unknown. But will not in- 

dict them. Now that’s the (unintelligible) 

it’s characterized: as a non-indicting. It 
isn’t — the word is not unindictable— 
non-indicting. ; 

“P, Which means that they were in- 
dicted in public — 

“W. Well, it’s — they certainly are. 
And usually from that group they find 
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witnesses who will testify against the 
defendants. Now that’s what that phrase 
is. It’s commonplace in the law of con- 
spiracy. And, uh, I’ve see it—TI've been 
privy to it as a prosecutor myself. 

P. Yes. 

W. Ym sure Frank has, too. Some 
of that (unintelligible) it’s a black mar- 
ket. It might be compared to the treat- 
ment over (unintelligible) that people 
think that I’m guilty. 

_P. Well, for Bob and John—if they 
put them on that list—it kills them. W. 
Oh. 

> p, I mean—-it may not. It may not 
kill them legally, but it kills them from 
the standpoint of the public. 


A Visit Is Described 


_W. Now, -as to our visit with these 
gentlemen this afternoon. We contacted 


—we sought to contact Glanzer‘ first, 


: whom we both know very well, and he 


was—uh—said to be unavailable, and 


- we asked Silbert, whom I. had met.on 


one occasion. Frank didn’t know him 
at all. 

P. Yeah. Yeah. a 

W. And so we were-——we made an en- 
gagement for 4:30, and they said—this 
was with—-do two things—and that they 
were going to go before the grand jury, 
and that they were going to be very 
busy, and they couldn’t give us more 
than an hour. We came in—I’m telling 
you this so you'll be (unintelligible). We 
were taken into the room at (unintelligi- 
ble). I began the presentation by saying 
that we were there representing Halde- 
man and Ehrlichman. And I had the 
strange feeling—and I think Frank will 
—now, you weren’t there for the first 
few minutes— ae 

S. I was not there the first 10 minutes. 
“Ww. I think he indicated surprise to 
me—I think it was a mixture. P. Glan- 
zer? , 

W. Yes. He was alone with me until 
a subordinate named Campbell came in. 
And then eventually Silbert. But his 
surprise to me, I felt, was that in a 
certain sense he was surprised that 
Haldeman and Ehrlichman had engaged 
me. This gave me a little encourage-. 
ment as to whether he thought that 
they should engage (unintelligible). 1 will 
tell you why in a couple of minutes. 

Uh, secendly, I—he suspected that we 
were down there possibly representing 
‘John Mitchell. And I said, “Well, that 
isn’t so.” Any mc e—and he said. “Well, 
these people—these perspective people 
have been switching counsels,” and he 
said, “I wasn’t sure Mitchell was going 
to keep his counsel.” And I said, “Who 
was his counsel?” and he said (unintel- 
ligible). Now, somebody said this. But 
anyway, uh—I said, “Now, Seymour, 
you know I have heard you tell me 
before and I said I will (unintelligible) 
if my clients are being kicked around 
at the courthouse.” 

‘YT asked him many questions. Get as 
many answers as you can. I don’t come 
away with many answers. But I'll get 
mine. I said, “I asked you pertinent © 
questions, and I am not offended if you 
say you can’t.” Now, this is the way 
we talked. And we thought he was a 
little tight today, because he was in the 
“presence of his superior. We have found . 


him more loose—and maybe on other 
occasions we'll be able to get him alone. 
And I said, “What have you got planned 
for these two? You going to have them 
before the grand jury?” He said, “We'll 
have an office interview which will not 
be recorded. We’ll take no notes, and 
you can be present while you take no 
notes. We want to know what they will 
say before we take them before the 
grand jury— if we go.” 

P, Petersen had told me they were 
soing to be called before the grand jury. 
W. Well, this is—this is quite possible. 
We've got some more to tell you. P. ’'m 
(unintelligible) about this thing. 

W. Silbert: arrived about this time, 
and I repeated everything that had tran- 
spired. (unintelligible) And he qualified 
Glanzer by saying, “Well, I think we 
are going to have to talk to the Depart- 
ment of Justice about the interview.” 

This wasn’t the interview versus the 
grand jury, I don’t think. This was in- 
terview at all. Did you get that im- 
pression? So, we—then he said to me— 
said to us, Silbert did—-“We see from 
the papers that Ehrlichman has been 
conducting investigations.” Can you ad- 
mit this? (unintelligible) have been wit- 
nesses. I said, “We would like to have 
his notes on this.” And I said “We 
had them.” He says, “It’s all in the 
paper.” 

P. This is true. 

W. Ehrlichman says (unintelligible) I 
don’t know, and I’m not getting any 


‘answer from him (unintelligible). “Now 


rm going to ask you, what have you 
(unintelligible) from the other?” He said, 
“Nobody’s giving us any cooperation.” 
And then Silbert said, “You know,” 
he said, “this will (unintelligible) 
against the (unintelligible) problem.” 
(unintelligible) And he said, “Well, if 
you come up with one of them (unin- 
telligible) proceeding (unintelligible),” 
and then Glanzer came to his rescue 


- and said, “What could be-—what is 


morally wrong with this whole thing— 
(unintelligible).” Then we got into—they 
volunteered this quite interesting prob- 
lem. They volunteered that these leaks 
from the grand jury were irritating the 
hell out of them. And I said— 

P. Do you think (unintelligible) put it 
out (unintelligible)? W. Well, I do, too— 
—but they think a court reporter. I said 
— P. Bull (laughter). A court reporter! 

W. He says Anderson's getting it right 
from the court reporter. S. Fire him. 

W. Weil, I said. “Why do you bring 


' the court reporter back the next day 


for?” I said, “This is a crime in it- 
self.” P. And a very bad thing. 

W. They—we didn’t take him seri- 
ously. Now, general inquiries. “Oh,” I 
said, “How are you proceeding? Are you 
proceeding with packages? Have you got 
a forerunner of some indictments? Have. 
you got a package of other people? A 
second set of indictments?’ He can’t 
answer that. So I said, “Well, we under- 
stand—we'd be happy—we know you 
can’t stay any longer. Can we leave 
here with the assurance that you will 
communicate with us?” (unintelligible) 
—an agreement with us that whatever 
you’re going to do in the way of getting 
a grand jury—we got it pretty well 


committed there that.(unintelligible)per- 
mitted. The interview would come first. 

P. Yeah. W. and he, and we left there 
with a commitment from-them. I think 
that’s — a commitment for what it’s 
worth. (unintelligible). We didn’t — we 
didn’t trap people like this. This is a 
(unintelligible) thing. Anyway, we left 
there with sort of a commitment that 
this would happen. Now this wasn’t 
much, but at least we have kind of (un- 
intelligible) and then I added a ques- 
tion. I said, “Are you going to get 
around to this before Senator Ervin be- 


gins his proceedings?” He said, rather . 
deliberately, rather hestitating, Silbert | 
said, “Yes, they would get around be- . 


fore then.” Now, I had in mind the 
fifteenth of May, which is (unintelligi- 
ble). P. Yeah. 

W. But that’s the only point—any 
point there was. This was a relaxed 


meeting except that Silbert is not a | 


(unintelligible) fellow..He is a serious 
man and a business-like man. But that’s 
because, it seems to me, I met him one 
day (unintelligible) Chambers, P. (unin- 
telligible). : 


W. He didn’t even remember me that ; 


day. ‘He said, (unintelligible) “who you 


are.” Glanzer (unintelligible) with his | 


boasting — and with some of his weak- 

nesses, Isn’t that right? 

. S. Oh yes, oh yes. Glanzer (unintelli- 

gible). P. Yeah. He is obviously rough— 
W. Oh, he is a rough, rough fellow. 

He exaggerates and at times he 

doesn’t tell you the truth. And at other 


times the tells you half the truth. But | 


we couldn’t go about it any other way 


today. And with Silbert practically sit- , 


ting in his lap.We couldn’t handle it any | 


1 


other way, but when the chips are | 


down— 
S. He is obviously clear (unintelligi- 
ble) point. 


P. Do. you think he'll go back and. 


(unintelligible)? 
Hunt Before Grand Jury 


W. Oh, I think he will (unintelligible). | 


But Hunt was before the grand jury 


this afternoon. P. Yeah. W. And his law- - 
yer was:in two rooms from where we’ 


were meeting. : 


P. What happened? Of course, no- , 


body knows what happened. 


W.. No—and then they—apparently . 


nobody got the press in, to give them 
an opportunity to see him—he possibly 
went out a back door. I ran into a 
photographer down there and I said, 
“Did you get a picture of him?” And he 
said, “No—we—they shipped him out 
the back way.” : 

P. Hmmmm W. So, that’s where 


1 


| 


: 


that stood. Now, Mr. President, Frank | 


and I—uh-——have these conclusions if I 
may get the conclusions. P. Right. W. 
Now, do you have any questions before 
this? : ae: 

P. No. Yd like your conclusions and 
then I'M ask some questions. You've 
thought it over. You know what my 
questions are. 

W. We think—we think that you and 
these two men— 

P. Let me say my good friend. Len 
Garment and some others think Dean 
out there is a loose cannon. S. Yes. 


: vicuna coat. Unfortunate thing, S. Yes. 


| 
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P. Threatening, and all that sort of 
thing. And I think obviously what is 
happening — and I think that Glanzer 
and Silbert are giving, trying to give, 
Dean an incentive to lie in order to get 
Haldeman and Ehrlichman. Dean is 
scared and Dean is capable of doing 
that. Do you agree with that? S. I think 
SO. 

P. And Mitchell told him so. But, of 
course, that wouldn’t get him out of it. 
There’s no way he’d (unintelligible) 
criminal, (unintelligible). Now, that’s 
one point. ian 

W. Let me say this. P. Yeah. W. (un- 
intelligible) see if this (unintelligible) 1 
don’t know whether Frank wants to 
talk to you about it. When-I was at that 
meeting today, I had a feeling — and 
here again it’s only my (unintelligible) 
have a feeling that these two men— 
Ehrlichman and Haldeman are really not 
(unintelligible). * 

P. But Petersen certainly indicated, 
when he came to see me here last Sun- 
day—he said Haldeman and Ehrlichman 
should resign, and so forth (unintel- 
ligible) it is non-corroborated testimony, 
you know General Eisenhower where 
Adams was thrown out for this sort of 
little thing—the poor guy—he sort of 


got—W. And he served him well. | 


P, For seven years and that damned 


P, But my point is we have very 
great pressures, you know— quite can- 
did about this — and say that Halde- 
man and Ehrlichman destroyed in the | 
public mind and they'll say breach of | 
a public trust.” (unintelligible) two ques- 
tions that I really think — one, I don’t 
want to do anything — the heat’s going | 
to be on anyway. I don’t: want to do 
anything that would jeopardize their 
casé. I want these men to be (unintelli- 
gible). I’ know there is. I really. W. 
Quite so. We (unintelligible). 


Jury’s Notes Released 


P. The second point, however, I have 
(unintelligible): And they know that. 
And if — if — uh —.you conclude ; 
that the best thing to do is for Halde- 


‘don’t think— 


man to step forward.and.say, “you’re 
not guilty of a doggone thing.” They | 
have released the Grand Jury notes. I’ve ; 
been attacked by the press; I’ve been ! 
(unintelligible) all this (unintelligible) ; 
outside of this office including (unintelli- 
gible)..In it, one (unintelligible) regard 
to the (unintelligible) as to whether it 


affects their (unintelligible) too in regard 
to the President. You’ve thought of both: 
of those points?. W. We have. Yes. We 
have. ' 

Pp. All right. What is your present 
conclusion? . 

W. Well, these are related items and 
in the area of Presidential judgment, we 
are (unintelligible). You know you've 
had such.an awful experience. Excuse 
me, if I state it: frankly. I think that 
either a suspension which I understood 
has been proposed by Petersen on the 
basis that —- P. They’ve been attacked. 
W. Yes. P. They’ve been named. 

W. But. there would be a suspension 
or either their resignation is no assur- 
ance that they would not be indicted. 

P. I asked Petersen that today. He said 


_it would — W. There’s no assurance. 


P, That’s right. W. Yes. 


P, Frankly, I said, “Now look here. 
If they resign does that mean. that —” 
I put it straight to him. W. Well, then 
my guess is — 

P. If I thought their resignation would 

avoid an indictment. I would have them 
resign. W. Yes, Yes Sir. P. All right. 
_ W. Now, I trespass on your area of 
judgment when I say—I think that if 
they resign or are suspended that this 
is a reflection on the Presidency. ; 

P. Well, if they don’t resign or are 
suspended and then are indicted, that’s 
all (unintelligible). . 

W. Well, yes. But if—you have already 
qenciness you would suspend them 
hen. a, 

_ P. That’s true. W. And— 


Indictment Means Suspension 


P. Anybody who was indicted will be 
suspended —- anybody who is indicted 
will resign. 

W. Is there, except for their own 
(unintelligible) is there“any difference 


’ between—if they stay? By. the way, you 


know this. I don’t have to tell you. They 
are willing to leave. . 

_P..Oh,-1 know — they’re — (unintelli- 
gible) my (unintelligible) Absolute (un- 
intelligible) ne ‘ 

’W. And yet:on the other hand they 
are willing to stand up to this thing. 

P. Oh, yes. Yes. W. If it doesn’t hurt 


you. 


P. Yes. W.'And that’s the reason..I 
look ‘at these two things in-a kind— 
of a best— 

P. Right. Right. Right. W. Because of 
—in an‘urgent’way, I think if they re- 
sign or are suspended then — that it 
reflects on you. I think if they are in- 
dicted and you suspend them or they 
Tesign upon indictment, I imagine that 
they wouldn’t even expect you to— 

P. No—they know (unintelligible)- Or 
if they.are even included in this list 
of co-conspirators . . . W. Yes. I just 


“P. Already said, of course... W. 
That — there’s any difference. I really 
don’t. ©. 7° ~ ™ - 

” P. What do you think, Frank? S. This 
is my feeling. I feel that resignation now 
by these two gentlemen will be a tre~- 
mendous reflection on’ the Presidency. 
There are—the effect to it—because the 
public statement says that this is. only 
in Senator Ervin and other sources, be- 
cause there is no evidence to tie them 
into a criminal situation. Now if they. 
stepped out at this point there is going 
to be a public feeling that this is an ad- 
mission ,of guilt and this is going to 
flow over from them right to the (unin- 
telligible) and I have a very strong 
feeling that this is not one—and I don’t 
want to say you shouldn’t run from it. 
It’s not running from it.— but it’s fac- 
ing up to it. That’s the way I feel about 
it. ae 

. P. Now, on the other hand — then 
just take — you would say that you 
would lean in the direction of taking the 
risk which there would be — that they 
may be named as-so-called co-conspira- 
tors? And, if they are, then we just 
have to move in. 

W. That’s it. As I see this, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and I hope this time .schedule 
works out — it is possible that if these 
gentlemen submit to this informal inter- 


view — and we haven’t decided that 
question yet — but I think we are lean- 
ing toward doing it and I think they are 
leaning toward having it, too. And may- 
be we will be present at the interview. 
And f told them, I said, “We don’t sit 
silent in these interviews. We're not just 
spectators. We cover for our client. And 


if the question is unfair, I enter into 


the act.” 
Pp. Absolutely. | 


No Sheep to the Wolves 


W. Oh, yes. This is not a thing where 
we are throwing the sheep to the wolves. 
And so, they, I think they—we didn’t 
make a decision, but I think they—I 
think they are inclined to think that 
way. Did you get that? 

Pp. I-wonder if you could give that 
interview soon? Is there any way? If 
you could get that timing some way— 
or other W. I think that— 

P. Or maybe you don't want it soon. 

W. This was a little (unintelligible) 
that I had with him. Silbert turned to 
me and said, “(unintelligible).” He said, 
“the man who ds being talked about 
seeks the interview, or seeks to go be- 
fore the grand jury. This, I—this, I 
never would seek. You are in there 
alone with no counsel and the prose- 
_ cutor has been in there for months 
-and tie controls the grand jury and this 
is the score—of the rule. And I said— 
now the other point is, whether we 
would ask for the interview or that he 
would call us for it. I said, ‘Listen, Sil- 
bert, (unintelligible) not taking it in the 
order in which the thing is supposed to. 
You suggested, first, that you want 
them for the interview. Why don’t you 
play your cards? Why don’t you ‘call 
upon. us first? I would prefer it that 
way.” . 0°. 3 a 

P. ‘In other words, wait ’til they’re 
ready?’ W. Yes. Yes, I would. Uh, now 


Pp. I. told Petersen they’d come. any- 
time he wanted them. That’s the way 
I felt it. ; 

W. Well, this.is—we did not resist 
it. (unintelligible) any idea (unintelligi-) 
ble) to the interview for. It wasn’t that 
at all. It wasn’t that we said, “If they 
didn’t. come—nothing like that.” But I 
have said—Frank, if you don’t agree 
with this, please tell the President. S. 
No—whenever I don’t disagree with 


John—I agree. 
W. He’s—- S. But I am not hesitant to 
disagree. ig 


P. I understnad. W. Oh yes—he is. 
He's awful at times. P. Good. 
W. And he’s always willing to -be 


critical when he thinks I’m going astray. 


Pp, Let me ask—in other words, your 
advice at the present time is stand with 
these men, because basically, if you 
flush them now, it’s going to probably 
hurt—let me put it- this way—it will 
hurt their case. Wouldn’t it? W. Yes. 
That’s right. 

' P. Unless we can look at their case 
first and then, everybody. It will hurt 
their case, don’t you think? W. I—it 
will — in the public eye. P. And you 
think that — but — and my point is — 
so take the risk of going down and 
letting them be indicted and then if 
they — W. Well, so you take a risk, 
hopefully, of the intervicw. P. Oh, the 
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interview. Certainly. W. Yes. P. Then 
what? W. Well, let’s find out — let's 
find out — S. Then you take another 
look at it— Si te ony Tak 

Must Be ‘Played in Steps’ 


W. What question they ask and what 
they .appear to have and what they 
are after — and then reappraise this 
situation. This — this.thing, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in my judgment has to be played 
in steps. P. Don’t go too fast? W. Well, 
no. P. You don’t know how much they 
have and what they can prove? W. 
That’s it, exactly. 

P. Then, you got to remember Dean, 


as I have said, is a loose cannon. W. , 
I know he is. P. The damnest charges | 


you've ever heard. Some of them are 
unbelievable. W. Yes. P. This fellow that 
was sitting in here and who in the Of- 
fice of the President —.a very bright 
young guy and these guys would talk 
to him and so forth — but he now 
wants to drag them down with him. W. 
Yes. Oh, he’s bad, — . 

P. They must have told him what I 


— they — I think — have told Dean | 


that, “If he'll — if he can get Halde- 


man and Ehrlichman — hé gets im- . 
munity.” Now, on that point, do ‘you | 
want -Petersen ‘to give him immunity, 


or not? W. Uh—P. Dean. W. Well. P. , 


Should he? W. Uh. Let me — as I 


right now. P. They are. W. Now. P. 
See, that’s why — I put out a statement 
that no major figure should .be given 
immunity. W. Let me tell. you — P. 
Basically, because I think it would look 
bad if — (unintelligible) from our stand- 
point. What. do :you think about it? W. 
Let me tell you about the two kinds of 


immunity, may I get to this? P. Sure—. 
_ anything. ; 


. “You Are Going Scot Free’ ” 


W. The prosecutor has the power, 
of: course, to say I’m going to: (unih- 
telligible) that man, usually use. him as 
a witness and he may have other rea- 
sons (unintelligible). So, he’d get case 
immunity. But it gets to the prosecutor 
now to use him as.a witness and he’d 
involve in the cross-examination of (un- 
intelligible). You admit he’s named you, 
involving your total service. You are 
going scot free while you hope that this 


. will contaminate him before the jury. 


P. I see. 


W. So that’s case immunity. Now, the. 


immunity statute that has been on the 
Federal statutes for years — up to 1968 
— was a confusing statute. It was to be 
coterminous with the Fifth Amendment. 
That is to say, that no, testimony was 
to be used against you. But the (unin- 
telligible) in. the courts ‘has ariously 


confused. It was because of that fact 
That is to say, that no testimony was— 


telligible)' in the courts has variously 
and so nobody would ever believe that 
it. was coterminous with the Fifth 
Amendment. So in ’68, perhaps it was, 
thereabouts, Congress passed a statute 
which we call “Use Amendment”—use 
means use of the testimony. This does 
not exonerate him from indictment. This 
merely says that what you tell us can- 
not be used again you, except for per- 
jury. P. I see. 


. understood, they were hung up on that ' 


W. And that we can turn around and 
indict you the next day if we can in- 
dict you.on independent evidence, hav- 
ing no source. So we call it case im- 
munity in the instance where the prose- 
cutor turns a fellow loose, and that’s it. 
And use immunity. Now I don’t know 


: whether Dean is dickering for — by 
* the way, this use immunity is a very 
’ elaborate procedure. This Attorney Gen- 
. eral must ask the District judge for it 
‘ and the District judge gives it to him. 


As far as I know, I guess this is an 


_ open court proceeding. We considered 
‘one but it never seemed to work. S. I 


mean, we got them ‘sufficiently confused 
enugh at one time on this very question, 
bui—- 
rth ‘This Is Devastating’ 
W. But we got it resolved in the 
meantime. But this is a — this is a 


fairly new statute—but if this means— 


in the use immunity case — that the 
man can incriminate — get himself im- 
munity. Now this is devastating where 
there is a witness on the stand too. P. 
Yes. W. This is a weak link in the 
prosecutor if he has to use a witness 
who got immunity by trading off his 
friends. And for that reason I don’t know 
what he is trading with you — trading 
with trading loose on this whole mess. 

‘P. Yeah. 

W. Or whether he’s trading him loose 
on. himself. . 

P. I don’t think Dean’s lawyers — 
Schaffer is his name. Do you know him? 

S. Who is he? 

P. I think Dean’s lawyers are just 

trying to get him’ off. W. Yes. On 
this one case. 
_P. Off the whole damned thing. S. 
What we have found in other cases 
with Glanzer is that they don’t want to 
go to the elaborate statutory procedure 
and just want to, have an oral under- 
standing, “If you: cooperate with us, 
we'll give you our word we won't pros- 
ecute you.” = 

P, That’s what. they told Dean. S. 
That’s geverally their procedure when 
there are conspirators, 

W. This is Petersen’s style. He prac- 
tically gave us this in another case but 
he double-crossed us gently and we just 
don’t believe him. You see, let me tell 
why we — why we are a little cocky. 
And maybe this — this is a bad basis 
for judgment. But a very prominent 
national industrialist was charged with 
—- threatened with perjury before a 
Grand Jury. In. order to get him to 
testify against a dubious lawyer and 
it.was said that Mitchell wanted to get 
and uh — the man had been threatened 
by — on the perjury thing before the 
Grand Jury. If.a man gets indicted he’s 
not entitled to (unintelligible). We stud- 
ied. law for two years on that case until 
finally we got alarmed and we brought 


our client and we said, “Mr. So and 


So. We've got to take a chance. The 
time is running out on you, the time is 
running out on the District Attorney, 


but if you just wanted to stand the way 


you’ve stood it for two years and—you 
can’t do that- for two years — it’s 
your risk, You can only judge us as 
you would be judged.” 

P. By the fact. 


W. He says, “To hell with it. I will 
stand up to it. He hasn’t got a perjury. 
case, He didn’t say anything.” = 

S. What this was — they were ap- 
plying the screws to get this industrialist 
to testify against the lawyer more than 
they wanted the one against the indus- 
trialist.. They: didn’t have. the evidence 
against the industrialist but they would 
just sit-down in that office and swear 
they. had enough to return an indict~- 
ment. This — this, I think — this is 
what they are doing. I am confident that 
they are going to tell each one of 
these witnesses that are scattered 
around—potential witnesses against Mr. 
Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman — they 
are putting the screws on them—they 
are scaring them. And they are using 
psychology. 

’ Now this overflows — it overflows on 
John, it may and. the (unintelligible). 
You have to. recognize this — have to 
recognize what we've got here. Go from 
that to the merits of the case — this 
is what I am trying to do, and when I 
look at.it from-the merits of the case, 
I don’t think they have a criminal case 
against these gentlemen at this point. 


Law Discussed ~ 


P. Even on conspiracy? You see, the 
thing is, I understand that conspiracy 
is very broad— S. One overt act and 
they ‘can bring conspiracy. 

P. But you have to. have an overt 
action. 

W. Not on the part of every defend- 
ant. Not on the part of every defendant. 
But the overt act could be ‘in itself in- 
nocent.if they are part of the pattern. 

P. I think that is really what they are 
going to try to nail Haldeman and Ehr- 
lichman on. Not on the—not the Wa- 
tergate thing—they can’t do that. (un- 
intelligible) had approved the budget 
that. (unintelligible). They .can: never 
prove that whole thing. Never prove 
that that’s what (unintelligible). never 

. prove that. S. Sure. Sure. ; “ 
: P, But on the otherhand,: they: will 
say that on the three-fifty — “Halde- 
man. and Ehrlichman were involved with 
Dean and Magruder in an effort to get 
the money to keep the defendants quiet.” 

_ What’s the answer to that? (unintelligi- 
-ble) McCord: — you say — 

. « W..Well, of course -—~ Dean’s — if 

. LT understand John and Bob correctly — 
Dean’s presentation goes no further, as 
far we. know, than money to take care 
of their.families. |. , 

'P. That’s right? W. And legal counsel. 

P. That’s right. W. Well, you might 
say circumstantially that helping the 
defendants— - 

_P. Yeah. - 

W..And (unintelligible) it, but it isn’t 
quite as wrong as — having to pay the 
money to the defendants for the pur- 
pose of shutting their mouths. 

-P. Yeah.-The other thing — there 
was perhaps one instance — very little 
— very little. where it said there is the 
Matter of (unintelligible). I am confi- 


151 


cause the innuendos and inferences ot 
pay-off to keep the defendants quite — 
yes — surfaced quite a while ago. 
P.. Well, McCord has said it. Yes, 
and the defendants may so now testify. 
S. Yes. That's right. But none of these 
actions have we heen able to pin down 


- occurred after these allegations arose, 


dent their motive in every instance was | 
to help their families and with their 


legal counsel. W. Yeah. 


P. I can’t see that that’s wrong. S. I 


cannot either. No, there’s no crime in 
this. And we — we asked them be- 


This to us— P. Isee your point. S. Is 
significant. If they had — : 
' P. If they knew. that these allegations 
had been made and they still were (un- 


: intelligible)— 


S. Yes. That’s right. If they were 
chargeable with newspaper stories of 
allegations of payoffs and then they sent 
the money over, for the families — 

P. I. think there were newspaper 
stories that the defendants were getting 
money and so forth, but the allegations 
that they were paid off to keep quiet— 
I think it was the first time in Court— 


_ but you better check that. But I know— 
' I don’t think anything after that. It is a 
’ point worth checking. 


_ W. You know, Mr. President, it may 
appear to you and I repeat only be- 
cause J, (unintelligible) if you had the 
interview (unintelligible) and given 
these two men together on the basis 
of what we call the vernacular of capi- 
tal appeals. P. Oh, I understand. W. 
And, Ireally— — 

P, Well, there are no good choices 
in a case like this. W. No. P. Just take 
the least bad one. W. That’s right. 


‘Sinking’ Top Aides 


P. Your point is that, which has some 
merit to me, that probably it’s just as 
bad—let’s look at it—at its worst. It’s 
just as bad to sink them now as it is 


‘to sink them if they are indicted. A. 


Sure. 

P. Isn’t that the point? W. Yeah. B. 
If they. are indicted, then I’ve given 
them every chance. And if they are in- 


' dicted, we'll let them go. W. That’s 


right. 

P. If on the other hand they are not 
indicted— W. You may— ; 

P. You have to. remember, though, 
that they may even if they are not in- 
dicted—this is the argument that these 
prosecutors and Petersen will make — 
that if they are not indicted, they wilt 
be indicted in the public mind with all 
this stuff. W. That’s right. 

P. Well, put your hat on now. W. If 
they are named as not involved — 
P. Not named at all. Not named at all. 
,Because of ‘the newspaper stories, and 
the Jeaks and the columns and in the at- 
tacks by the Weickers, et cetera—these 
men are going to be really merciless by 
—Dean’s testimony. They are going to 
be indicted in the public mind. Do ysu 
think their usefuliness will be destroyed 
by that? 

S. Won’t there come a time when 


they will testify before Senator Ervin’s . 


Committee and have a chance to make 
their public presentation? 

P. Yes, Well, no. I think they will be 
testifying in court before that. S.-In 
court before then. 

P. I don’t see how—lI personally don’t 
see how the. Ervin Committee can pos- 
sibly be allowed to go forward at a 
time when these court suits develop. 

S.. Yeah. They will probably say that 


(unintelligible) too. 

W. Going back to the Petersen—pP. 
Yeah. W. And here again you must 
take my observations -with the fact 
that I am prejudiced against him. P. Yes. 
Tell me about — 

W. Dean’s getting off the hook, pos- 
sibly. ; 

P. For having revealed too much to 

, Dean? W. No. From indicting your top 
‘men. 

P. He didn’t want to indict them. W. 
Well, yes. And I-~in other words— 

P. Well, he doesn’t seem to be con- 
cerned about indicting Mitchell. He is 
concerned—he is petrified. And Mitchell 
will be indicted. 

W. That’s what I am told. I have 
never been in quite this far as they 
are with this situation, but I know— 


A Democratic Holdover 


P. You mean they are going to be 
reluctant to indict the two top men. 
W. That’s—that’s what I would say 
except you know—I would put it this 
way—Petersen will handle—this prob- 
lem. I guess—a holdover from the 
Democratic Administration. P. That’s 
right. He is. 
-  W. Well, I doubt (unintelligible). 

P. What’s your judgment? S. I was 
following Petersen. I don’t know his (un- 
intelligible). 

W. I said, “His background—his back- 
ground as a Democrat—” S. Oh, As- 
sistant Petersen? 

W. I thought as the prosecutor he 
would love to—unless he was just crazy 
or ruthless to want to indict the top 
of the ladder. 

S. Without the strongest case and I 

| think— P. He didn’t want to indict un- 
less he can convict. 
| §. Yes. But this is not one. I don’t 
lthink he would throw in your two top 
,assistants—into an indictment as de- 
‘fendants, without clear evidence against. 
‘them. 
‘ P, How about this co-conspirators— 
not-indicting? Think they would do that? 
: §,. Not without clear evidence. I equate 
jone as being one and the same. 

P. I do, too. Because they know if 
they are named as that then I would 
have to suspend them. They have to 
‘fight that. It’s a hell of a procedure— 
_ the co-conspiracy. - 

' W. Yes, But it’s been going on since 
‘time immemorial. P. Unindicted co-con- 
| spirators? ; 

W. Yes. And using that phrase the 
man who hands down unindicted guys 
! would say—-and others to the grand 
‘jury unknown—so they have a sweep- 
-ing cover that way in getting them 

confused. I just think— 
. P. Well, at this point, I think the 
thing to do is to stand firm. W. That’s 
what I wanted to say. 

P. Stand firm. W. Let’s play this al- 
most—- P. Don’t panic. 

W. That’s a very good phrase, And 
let’s play. this slowly and as things de- 
_ velop and take another— 

P. These are good men. I just hope 
we can save them. It’s a miserable thing 
to have them go through. 

W. But you do know, I am sure, we 


have said to you that while we have 
their interests—well, Ill say, not pri- 
marily, but largely—in our heart, they 
are—because they are our friends, P. 
Sure. — 

W. We are equally interested in this 
possibility. P. I understand. 

W. We think it spills over other 
people. 

P. If anything’s done now—let’s just 
sit it out awhile—take the smears for 
awhile. 

S. One thing I was wondering and I 
hesitate to bring it up because it is more 
of my problem. The statement from 
Huston—interviews in depth with your 
top assistant that you have gone into 
the facts ‘vith them—tha‘ you’ve put 
your .confidence in them—believe lhat 
they say. 

P. If I said that to them? S. Yes. 

Pp, Want me to say that? S. Yes. 

P. Want me to say that? S. Well, Pm 
wondering, I’m curious—and you put 
this critic and foe that you have had 
this in-depth contact with him on this 
basis — that you believe them—you 
place your faith and credit in them — 
vand from what they have told — they 
have not done anything wrong. ; 

W. Ifyou come to the conclusion to 
do this, Mr. President, and while I like 


Frank’s presentation of that — I’m con-- 


cerned about the credit. S. I haven’t 
-given it any thought. 


Getting the Credit 


W. But I think you could add — I'm 
not trying to get any bouquets for this 
and their counsels then (unintelligible). 
I don’t know that you want to say 
that, but support for you because that— 

P. Their counsels advise: me that. W. 
No, not advised (unintelligible)—P. That 
they have not—W. That they have not— 
I mean I don’t — . 

P, I think the timing on that — let’s 
have that in reserve—I think that’s a 
good point. 

W. I wouldn’t mix the (unintelligible) 

P. Let’s let Easter go by —- hope the 
weekend survives. 

W. Now Magruder isn’t coming back 
"til Monday, have you been informed of 
that? 

P. No. W. They heard that this after- 
noon while— 


P. Hunt was there today. W. Yes. - 


S. But, somebody is coming in tomor- 
tow—it was flahsed by very rapidly in 


an exchange. I don’t know who it was. . 
W. The thing is if they can work and © 


we're going to be—-obviously, we'll see 
these men tomorrow again. 

P. We appreciate your work. W. And, 
any time over the weekend that they— 

P. You going to go back and talk to 
Glanzer again some time? W. Yes, 
aren’t we, Frank? 

S. Oh yes, there’s always been that 
‘we have a formal conference — then 
maybe another one. Then you can drop 
in the office and see them informally 
and see — you go down on another 
matter and Seymour is very cooperative. 

W. You couldn’t do that initially — 
this had to be a scheduled conference. 
He had a man there—he didn’t know us 
and besides he was jumping in first 
(unintelligible). 

S. The problem—that we should be 
trying to get information at Seymour 
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Glanzer’s level and you’re in conversa- 
tion with the Assistant Attorney General 
but yet it seems worthwhile and produ- 
tive. 

P. I’m not sure that Glanzer is telling 
the truth. W. Well, on occasion I’ve 
never been (unintelligible) to that — He 
did some good opinions. 

S. You know why I remember that 
case. He was an Assistant Attorney Gen- 
eral then but — W. Yes, he was one of 
the (unintelligible)— 

S. He was doing all the work. Well, 
we're at your disposal. 

P. Well, as I say, you’ve got honest 
men; I know they’re telling the truth. 
W. I’m extremely impressed with them. 

P. Well, they’re touched by this be- 
cause anybody who was in the campaign 
is touched by everything about it. And 
frankly, Mitchell’s an honest man. He 
just wasn’t tending the shop—he had 
problems with his wife — these jackass 
kids and other fools around did this 
thing and John should have stepped up 
to it—that’s what happened in my opin- 
ion. And I think I—W. Sure, I know. 

S. Well, we’re available to them and 
if you would like to see us again any 
time you want to and we can tell you 
always be delighted. \ 

P. Well, I appreciate that. 

W. It’s nice to talk to you even under 
these circumstances. 

P. Well, we hope that, by golly 
that we'll talk under better — 

S. Last time I saw you it was crowd- 
ed — out at the Wardman Park — 
the Shoreham — I could have lifted my 
feet off the floor and watched you — 
you and your family on the podium. 
P. What was that? S. That was election 
night. 

P. Election night — you were there? 
Oh boy. That was a great night? Well, 


that was what it was all about, S. Yes, 
it sure was. ; 


‘What Was Watergate? 


P. Well, we'll survive this. You 
know — people say this destroys the 
Administration and the rest — but 
what was this? What was Watergate? 
A little bugging! I mean a terrible thing 


— it shouldn’t have been done — 


shouldn’t have been covered up. And 
people shouldn’t have and the rest, but 
we've got to beat it. Right. 

W. Everybody does — the Democrats 
have been doing — going on for 20 
years. (Laughter) 


S. Mr. President, on behalf of my 


daughter Nancy — she asked me to do 
it. P. How old is she? S. She’s sixteen. 
P. Next time you come in — I'll give 
here a little something — You’ve got — 
they have some good men to (unintelli- 
gible). : 


April 27, 1973 


Meeting: The President and 
Petersen, Oval Office 
P. Come in. HP. How are you today? 


P. How was your hard day? HP, I’m 
sure no harder than yours, sir, 


P. Sit down, sit down. I was down in 
Mississippi today. We have gotten a re- 
port that, ah, that really we’ve got to 
head them off at the pass. Because it’s 


‘ so damned—so damn dangerous to the 


Presidency, in a sense. There’s a re- 
porter by the name of Hersh of The 
New York Times you probably know. 

HP. He’s the fellow that did the Viet- 
nam. stories. 

P. Right. Who told Bittman, who told 
O’Brien, apparently that they have in- 
formation—Hersh has information I 
don’t know. You can’t ever tell who is 
saying “this is from Hersh” or “this is 
from Bittman.” Information indicating 
that Dean has made statements to the 
prosecuting team implicating the 
President. And whether—and whether— 
The Post has heard similar rumors. 
Now, Henry, this I’ve got to know. Now, 
understand—I have told you everything 
I know about this thing. 

HP. I don’t have any problem with 
that, Mr. President, and I’ll get in touch 
with them immediately, but—P. Who? 

HP. With Titus, Silbert and Glanzer 
and Campbell? Who are— 

P. Do you mind calling them. right 
now? HP. No, sir. ; 

Py OK. Say, “Now, look. All of your 
conversations with Dean and Bittman, 
do they implicate the President?” Be- 
cause we can’t—I’ve got—-if the U.S. 
Attorney’s office and, ah 

HP. Mr. President, (unintelligible) I 
had them over there—we had a kind of 
crisis of confidence night before last. 
I left to come over here and I left my 
two principal assistants to discourse 
with Silbert and the other three.. And 
in effect it concerned me—whether or 
not they were at ease with my report- 
ing to you, and I pointed out to them 
that I had very specific instructions, 
discussed that with them before on that 
subject, and—well P. Yes. 

HP. As a consequence—I kind of laid ° 
in to Titus yesterday and it cleared the 
air a little bit, but there is a very 
suspicious atmosphere. They are con- 
cerned and scared. Ah—and I will check 
on this but I have absolutely no infor- 
mation at this point that— 

P. Never heard anything like that— 
HP. No, sir. Absolutely not. 

P. My gosh—As f said-— 

HP. Mr. President, I tell you, I do not 
consider it, you know, I’ve said to Titus, 
“We have to draw the line. We have no 
mandate to investigate the President. 
We investigate Watergate.” and I don’t 
know where that line draws, but we 
have to draw that all the time. 

P. Good. Because if Dean if implicat- 
ing the Presidency—we are going to 
damned well find out about it. That’s— 
that’s—because let me tell you the only 
conversations we ever had with him, 
was the famous March 21st conversation 
I told you about, where he told me 
about Bittman coming to him. No, the 
Bittman request for $120,000 for Hunt. 
And I then finally began to get at them. 
I explored with him thoroughly. “Now 
what the hell is this for?” He said “It’s 
because he’s blackmailing Ehrlichman.” 
Remember I said that’s what it’s about. 
And Hunt is going to recall the seamy 
side of it. And I asked him, “Well how 
would you get it? How would you get 
it to them?” so forth. But my purpose 


was to find out what the nell had been 
going on before. And believe me, noth- 
ing was approved. I mean as far as I’m 
- concerned—as far as I’m concerned 
turned it off totally. ‘ 

HP. Yeah. My understanding of law is 
—my understanding of our responsibili- 
ties, is that if it.came to that I would. 
have to come to you and say, “We 
can’t do that.” The only people who 
have jurisdiction.to do that is the House 
of Representatives, as far as I’m con- 
cerned. 

P. That’s right. But I want you to 
know, you tell me, because as far as 
l’m concerned— \ 

HP. Pili call them. Do you want me 
to call from here or outside? 

P. Use the Cabinet Room and you 
will be able to talk freely. And who will 
you call, who will you talk to there? 

HP. Pi call Silbert. If he’s not there, 
T'll get Titus. . 

P. You'll say that “This is the story 
some New York Times reporter has and 
Woodward of The Post, but Hersh is 
reporting that Dean had made a state- 
ment to the prosecutors.” Now under- 
stand that this is not a grand jury thing. 
Now damnit, I want to know what it is. 
HP. I’ll call right away. : ; 

P, And I need to know. HP. Yes, sir. 


April 27, 1973 
(6:04-6:48 P.M.) 


. Meeting: The President, 
Petersen and Ziegler, 
Oval Office 

P. Come in. As, like all things, some 
substance, some falsity. 


H.P. Ah. Last Monday Charlie Shaffer 
was in the office, and a continuation 


of the negotiations. Charlie Shaffer is — 


the lawyer. Charlie is a very bright, 
able bombastic fellow. And he was car- 
_ Tying on as if we’re making a summa- 
tion in a case. And he said—that—ah 
he was threatening, “We will bring the 
President in—not this case but in other 
things.” What “other things” are we 
don’t know what in the hell they are 
talking about. P. Don’t worry. 

H.P. “In other areas,” more specifical- 
ly is the word he used. That they re- 
garded—and didn’t consider of: impor- 
tance they regarded as the elaboration 
of his earlier threat. You know, “We'll 
try this Administration—Nixon—what 
have you, what have you.” There’s a 
new conversation by them with Dean 


since the Sunday we first met [unintel- . 


ligible]. Whatever is said is through 
Shaffer the lawyer. i 

P. What else do you have besides 
that? 

H.P. Well, let’s see. They did say that 
at a later date in the proceedings that 
Dean went to the President, and I as- 
sume that’s the February or March or 
whatever that date was. But that’s in 
the course of your trying to find out. 
Ah, today they were after the Cubans 
and the receipt of the money which they 
confirmed. Dorothy Hunt on being the 
intermediary that passed it through. 
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They are going to have Butterfield in 
in a few minutes. 
. P. What I am getting at, Henry, about 
this threat that— 

H.P. There’s no more on that other 
than I’ve just told you. _ 

P. Why in the hell can’t we stop 
though—the paper that Hersh—to think 
that to bring the President with a thing 
like that. [expletive removed], you 
know. Understand. Let me say this. 
If it were in with the grand jury I want 
to know that too. H.P. All right. Welli— 

P. [expletive removed]. You’ve got to 
believe me. I am after the truth, even 
if it hurts me. But believe me, it won’t. 

HP. I understand that, you see. But, 
you know— 

P. Just like it won’t hurt you. We are 
doing our job. And somebody was in 
here the other day and they were say- 
ing, well, Dean is going to blackmail 
you because of something you're sup- 
posed to have told me, And I said, [ex- 
pletive removed] I said, you have a right 
to tell me what was going on. 

HP. The only thing I think is that it’s 
either Dean or Shaffer or this McCand- 
less. Now, Shaffer says that it’s Mc- 
Candless that’s leaking this stuff to the 
press, 

P. Who is McCandless? H.P, McCand- 
less is another lawyer that Dean has- 
retained. 

P. He’s leaking to the press that they 
are going to try the President, huh? 
[unintelligible] 

H.P. Other areas, but what those areas 
are, we don’t know. Now, Silbert said, 
“Stop.” So, he didn’t let them go on. 
He said, “Why get into that?? Ah— 
P. It’g not this case, Go ahead. [unin- 
telligible] 

H.P. Well, I told those fellows, look. 
I told those fellows this. I know you 
can’t believe these reporters. all the 
time. He’s had one or preferably two 
weeks— 

P. I’m glad we have that then. When 


‘T heard that, I thought that Dean must 


be out of his damned mind or some- 
thing. The man is not, ah—I don’t 
know. Going to have Butterfield in? 
Good. . 

H.P. Well, that’s'in connection with 
the $350,000. Now, we are going to 
have Jack Caulfield in to the grand jury. 

P. That’s on, because he worked on—~ 

H.P. He set up the intermediaries that 
were being used as couriers to transfer 
money either to or from LaRue. 

P. Oh, he did? Caulfield, eh. What 
would be the liability of a man like 
that? Would he be a conspirator? 


Looking fot Witnesses 


H.P. If it’s done with knowledge—if 
it’s done with knowledge— 

P. Yeah,.with knowledge. But also, 
there is a certain—it has to be willful 
or—there are two statutes— 

H.P. When you talk about conspir- 
acy, you are impugning knowledge, and 
you impugn the knowledge of the facts 
unless there’s specific evidence of the— 

P. (unintelligible) I just don’t want 
to see guys get hurt that didn’t know 
what the hell they were doing. 

HP. And we don’t want to, either, 

P. (unintelligible) 


H.P. But we are looking for witness- 
es, to be perfectly honest. P. Sure. H.P. 
Strachan, they are still negotiating with 
him on having flunked the lie detector 
test. P. Maybe the best thing to do is 
to plead guilty to the prosecutor—plead 
guilty? H.P. Well, you know, ah—pP, 
What? i 

H.P, Basically, I mean, what we are 
telling Strachan is he has got to make 
the choice whether he wants to be a 
witness or a defendant. “You can just 
hang tough, and you can be technically 
be a witness.” 

(Ziegler enters) 

P. That story, according to Henry 
Petersen--he just called the United 
States Attorney’s office. It is totally 
false story. Needs to be totally knocked 
down. Z. Yes, sir. 

P, Read me exactly what you can 
recall the United States Attorney— | 

HP. Called United States Attorney 
and said that in the past an attorney 
representing John Dean was imhis office 
and indicated that if we insisted on 
Dean, they would be tying in the Presi- 
dent, not in the Watergate, but in other 
areas. fae 

P. That’s not Watergate, but in other 
areas, H.P. Whatever that means. P. 
Well, that’s fine. Just let them tie us 
in. 

H.P. Now, to put that in context, 
they had previously said that if we in- 
sisted on trying Dean and not Ehrlich- 
man and Haldeman, that they would be 
“trying this Administration,” the Pres- 
ident and what have you. 

P. So basically that’s the game they 
are playing. ; 

Z: I can understand how—you indicat. . 
ed that their attorney, the other day, 
said they would resist in tying in—did 
you say? In not the Watergate, but— 

H.P. They would be tying in the Pres- © 
ident. I mean, it was an emotional’ 
statement. _ : ; 

P. Emotion at tying in the President, 
not in Watergate, but in other things. 
Right. — - os 

H.P. Not in the Watergate, but in 
other things. Whatever they would be— 

P. When was this? H.P. Monday. Mon- 
day of this week. P. Monday of this 

week. H.P, Monday of this week. P. 
Well, I think this— —1 think this thing 
we just hit back on. $y 

H.P. Well, that’s the only thing. And 
‘I don’t know that. And they had no 
idea. P. But Dean gave them H.P. What? 
P. But Dean give them H.P. Oh, yes, 
but, but— P. That basically ties in the 
White House. H.P. That was one of the 
reasons that was so important to dis- 
close that because they could have hung - 
that over our heads, you see and— 


Call From Camp David 


P. You remember my call from Camp 
David. I said, “Don’t go into the na- 
tional security stuff.” I didn’t mean— 
H.P. Oh, I understand. ; 

P. ’Cause I remember I think we dis- 
cussed that silly damned thing. I had 
heard about it, just heard about. You 
told me that. That’s it, you told me. 
What (expletive removed) did they break 
into a psychiatrist’s office for? I couldn’t 
believe it. 


Z. 1 think what all of this is— P. 
What do you think it is? Z. I think 
it’s the attorney. 

P. I think he is bargaining for Dean. 

Z. I had occasion to talk to Dean a 
few minutes ago, but a call— P. You 
did? Z. He is a very good friend of 
mine, 

P, Well, tell us what you—now under- 
stand we have to watch how we handle 
him now, because we've got— 

Z. It was a very good conversation. 
He said, “Ron, I am issuing no state- 
ments.” Incidentally, he said, “I got a 
telephone call.” 

_P. A telephone call from the Presi 
dent, You know, that shows you what 
a person he is. I called—you know— 
some nice things we do—I called six 
people, members of my staff. I called 
Ron, Henry Kissinger, Ehrlichman, and 
Rose, my secretary and John Dean. I just 
sq down a list of people, and just say 
“1 want to wish you a Happy Easter” 
That’s all I did. And it’s all over the 
press! 

HP. Well, you know, we got a re- 
port. Again, I got it through Charlie 
Shaffer that he was pleased and elated 
and reassured, And you know, as a hu- 
man being— 

P. I don’t want to hurt John Dean. Be- 
lieve me—Td like to help him- 

Z. He went out of his way to make 
the point to me, just in this two-minute 
conversation, he said, “I- didn’t make 
that telephone call, Ron.” I don’t know 
who may have done it cause he 
knows— 

P. Oh, you did not discuss this crazy 
Hersh story. Z. No. . 

P. Now the problem about this Hersh 
story, is that if The Times comes out 
and runs this— ss. 

Z. Oh, no. As a matter of fact I talked 
to Clifton Daniels this afternoon, and 
he didn’t raise it. 

P. The Woodward story. Woodward 
also has the same story. Woodward of 
The Post. 

Z. Woodward said that reliable 
sources said that someone had inipli- 
cated the President in their testimony, 
or referred to him, 

P. In the Dean story? Z. No, that was 
Hersh, P. What did Woodward say? _ 


Stories by Woodward 


Z. Woodward said they had two 


stories; one was the fact that it was 


reaching a new plateau,,. and he was" 


not ready to read the story because he 
was still working on it, and Woodward 
was taking the position that he was 
confused and needed to talk to some- 
one to get a perception. 

HELP. They are trying people. 

Z. What they are trying to do is to 
get a fix on on what's happened over 
here. 

P, OK. Take a hard line. Gergen to 
Woodward. Anything on that they bet- 
ter watch their damned cotton picking 
faces. Because boy, if there’s one thing 
in this case as Henry will tell -you, 
since March 21st when I had that con- 
versation with Dean, I have broken my 
ass to try to get the facts of this case. 
Right? Tried to get that damn Liddy 
to talk. We tried to get—finally got 
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Gray to refresh his memory. (unintel- 
ligible) We finally got—incidentally, we 
put Ruck in that thing rather than— 
I didn’t think based on what you had 
told me earlier, we should put Feld— 
because there’s too much (unintelligible) 
over there and Ruckleshaus is a per- 
fectly trustworthy man. He'll stay 30 
days—H.P, 1 know him and I think weil 
of him. 

P. And for that matter, we'll have 
another man ready. Does that sound al- 
right to you? I told Ruck, incidentally, 
that he was to cooperate with the in- 
vestigation and I said, “Ruck you are 
to do anything that the prosecutor says 
to do, Henry Petersen, or the prosecu- 
tors, leave no stone unturned and I 
don’t give a damn who it hurts. Now 
believe me, that’s what he’s been told. 
So you got a man there who will— 
HP. I know him and I think well of 
him, Mr. President. ; 

P, Well, he’s Mr. Clean, you know so 
you understand H.P. Yes, indeed. He’s 
quite able, , he is indeed. 

P. So there you are. You’ve got to 
knock that—Crack down. If there’s one 
thing you have got to do, you have got 
to maintain the Presidency out of this. 
I have got things to do for this country 
and I'm not going to have—now this is 
personal, I sometimes feel like Pd like 
to resign. Let Agnew be President for 
a while. He’d love it. H.P. I don’t even 
know why you want the job? 

P. You are talking about this story— 
that Agnew is getting ready to resign? 
That's the Post also? Z. (Well, that’s the 
Post and Times. : 


P. Post? Well, what did Agnew say? . 


Z. “That's ridiculous.” Marsh Thomp- 
son’s going to turn it off. Well, look. Let 
me have Gergen call him back, and 
say, 
Z. “He raised two points with me. 
Let me tell you what is going on here. 
What’s going on here, Bob, is the Presi- 
dent is going to get to the bottom of 
this. 

P, That’s right. Z. And then have Ger- 
gen say, I have checked this at a very 


high level and you’d better, absolutely 
not even go inte any emotional con- 


cerns of running a Story like this. You 
had better just wipe it out of your mind. 
Because there is nothing to it. 

P. That’s right. Z. If you say you want 
to be responsible and fair, “Well, you 
had better not go with a source that 
you have to speculate on. 

P. Right. The same with the Times. 
Z. The New York Times man, I’m sure— 

P. Well,. Hersh is so damn unreli- 
able. Z. (unintelligible) 


P. I’d call Daniels. Hersch told Bitt- 


man who told O’Brien that Dean had 
testified that there was a new-—that 
the President was involved, right? Z. Not 
tesiified, but told the prosecutor or 
something. 

P. Told the prosecutor that the Presi- 
dent was involved, right? P. Let me ask 
Henry a question. You have Titus and 
those saying Dean, neither Dean or his 


lawyers, have said anything of that sort - 


except this one thing. - 
‘Kill It Hard’ 


HP. They said, “tying in the Presi- 
dent” not in the Watergate but in other 


areas and the prosecutor said, “Stop! We 
don’t want to get in this. We don’t 
want to discuss this.” P. (unintelligible) 
H.P. What I think is it’s bombast, it’s 
negotiation—it’s ah—P. Again make it 
clear that Henry’s made his check. Z. 
Just to put this into perspective. This is 
not, as I sense it, about to break in the 
papers, This is just rumor type P, Well, 
kill it, Kill it hard, Z. O.K. sir. (Ziegler 
leaves) 

P. Let me say this, let me ask you 
about (unintelligible). First, on Dean— 
I would not want to get into a position— 
You have told’me now, “You can do 
what you want with Dean.” You have 
given up. You mean, in other words, 
fire him, hire him, leave him, treat him 
like the others, wait until the grand jury 


_acts, or something. You see, I have 


three courses: I can wait until the grand . 
jury acts, I can take leaves of absence, 
or I can take resignations, I have three 
different courses on all three men. I 
ean do different things with each one 
of them. Right? H.P. Yes, sir. 

P. These are the options, but what 
I will do remains to be seen. Now in 
Dean’s case, I do not want the impres- 
sion left that—I have gone over with 
you before, that by saying “Don’t grant 
immunity to a major person,” that in 
so doing I am trying to blobck Dean 
giving evidence against Haldeman or 
Ehrlichman. H.P. I understand that. P. 
I have applied that to others, and I 
don’t want to—no. Do I make myself 
clear? H.P. Yes, let me make myself 
clear. P, Yes. 

HP. I regard immunity authority un- 
der the statutes of the United States to 
be my responsibility, of which I cannot 
divest myself. P. Right. H.P. And—ah— 


we iake opinions, but I would have to 


treat this as advisory only. P. Right. 
Well understand, I only expressed an 
opinion. H.P Iunderstand. P. And under- 
stand you have to got to determine who 
is the major culprit too. H.P. Yes, sir. 

P. If you think Dean is an agent—-let 
me say~if Dean, I—I think Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman in the case of them- 
selves with Dean. But my point is. you 
have got to—ah—I don’t know what 
you prosecutors think, but if your pros- 
ecutors believe that they have got to 
give Dean immunity, in whole or in 
part, in order to get the damned case, 
do it: Pm not I’m not telling you 
what to do, but—you understand? Your 
decision. Now have you taiked to the 
prosecutor about this situation? H.P. 
They vascillated. In the first instance 
they, I think, felt quite strongly that 
Dean should be immunized, and I was 
resisting. And the last time we dis- 
cussed it, why they had made other— 

P. Why? Maybe because of what I 
said? See? I don’t want—I don’t want 
them— H.P. No. I don’t so, because, one, 
they are in a position to simply make 
the recommendation and let me shoulder 
the heavy burden. P. Why do you think 
they had turned around? H.P. Well, I 
think they see the question of credibility. 
They have come to the recognition that 
if they are going to put him on the 
stand and he’s going to have any credi- 
bility at all, he’ll have most credibility 


- if he goes in and pleads and testifies 


as a co-defendant against Ehriichman 


and Haldeman as oppésed to someone 
who has been given immunity and is 
testifying against them. 


Wilson’s Legal Ability 


P, Even an old man like Wilson will 
tear hell out of them. : 

H.P. Well, John Wilson may be old, 
but he’s one hell of a lawyer. P. Oh, I 
can see— H.P. A top-notch man— 

P. I met him last night, I said pri- 
vately and I won’t again, but I was im- 
pressed with him. He is a delightful man. 
And I could see, I can see—I would 
want to be on the stand with him in- 
terrogating 

H.P. He’s fair— P. 
good. . 
H.P. Yes, sir, he is, And did you meet 
Frank Strickler? P. Yeah. HP. they 
are both delightful people. ° 

P, Yeah. Strickler, he just looks like 
sort of a big country bumpkin, but there 
is a sharp mind in there. : 

HP. Very able fellow. And they are 
decent people to deal with— 

H.P, as adversaries. They are décerit. 
They are honorable lawyers, they ara 
a pleasure to deal with. ; 

P. All right. We have got the im- 
munity problem resolved. Do it. Dean 
if you need to, but boy I am tell you— 
there ain’t going to be any blackmail. 
H.P. Mr. President, I— 

P. Don’t let Dick’ Kleindienst say it. 
Dean ain’t—“Hunt is going to black- 
mail you.” Hunt’s not going to black- 
mail any of us .“It is his word, basically, 
against yours.” It’s his word against 
mine. Now for—who is going to be- 
lieve John Dean? We relied on the 
damned so—Dean, Dean was the one 
who told us throughout the summer that 
nobody in the White House was in- 
volved when he, himself apparently, 
was involved, particularly on the criti- 
cal angle of subornation of perjury. 
That’s the one that—I will never, never 
understand John. 

H.P. I, I can almost quote him. He 
said, “Henry, God damn it, I need this 
information. That man has designated 
me to get all these facts.” And he calls 
me in there and chews my ass off. 


He must be pretty 


P. Do you know something? H.P. And 


this was before the trial— P. Dick 
Kleindienst, incidentally, Dick Klein- 
dienst told’me this last night when I 
talked to him. He said, “You know, Mr. 
President—” and I said, “Do you know 
the first time I ever saw Dean alone 
was on February 27, 1972, except for 
5 minutes when'I signed my will on 
August the 14th.” Dick probably re- 
peated, because I think you were in the 
room, He said, “Are you kidding?’ I 
said, “No, why? Did you hear other- 
wise?” He said, “Well, Dean was around 
here quoting the President all the time.” 
Did he indicate that I was telling him 
to do this? 

H.P. He told me that he had been 
designated by you to to accumulate ‘all 
these facts and he was reporting to you 
personally, And that you'd be clearing 
his ass out if he didn’t -have it and I 
went back to him again, I said, “John, 
are you sure this information is not 
going laterally?” I said, “Not that I 
distrust you, but you, where is it going? 
Do you know?” He said, “Henry, it is 
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only going upward,’ which I took to 
mean—Ehrlichman, Haldeman and you. 

P. Ehrlichman. It went to Ehrlich- 
man, I am sure. And then into Halde- 
man. And to Ziegler, because Ziegler 
used Dean. But that was because he had 
(unintelligible), H.P. Well, I didn’t have 
any problem with that. I got in— 

P. Dean. You will get Dean in there. 
Suppose he starts trying to impeach 
the President, the word of the President 
of the United States and says, “Well, 
I have information to the effect that I 
once discussed with the President the 
question of how the possibility, of the 
problem,” of this damn Bittman stuff I 
spoke to you about last time. Henry, it 
won't stand up for five minutes because 
nothing was done, and fortunately I 
had Haldeman at that conversation and 
he was there and I said, “Look, I tried 
to give you this, this, this, thisj this 
and this.’ And I said, “When! you 
finally get it- out, it? won't worl. Be 
cause, I said, “First, you can’t get tlem- 
ency to Hunt.” H.P. I agree. 

P. I mean, I was trying to get if out. 
To try to see what that—Dean had!been 
doing! I said, “First you can’t: give 
him clemency.” Somebody. has thrown 
out something to the effect that Dean 
reported that Hunt had an idea that he 
was going to get clemency around 
Christmas. I said, “Are you kidding? 
You can’t get clemency for Hunt. You 
couldn’t even think about it until, you 
know '75 or something like that.” 
Which you could, then because of the 
fact, that you could get to the-—ah—But 
nevertheless, I said you couldn't give 
clemency, I said, “The second point to 
vemember is How are you going to get 
the money for them?’ If you could do it, 
I mean you are talking about a million 
dollars.” 

I asked him—-well, I gave him several 
ways. I said, “You couldn’t put it 
through a Cuban Comimittee could 
you?” I asked him, because to me he 
was sounding so damned ridiculous. I 
said, “Well under the circumstances,” 
I said, “There isn’t a damn thing we 
can do.” I said; “It looks to me like the 
problem is sue John Mitchell.” Mitchell 
came down the next day and we talked 
about executive privilege. Nothing else. 

Now, that’s the total story. And — so 
Dean — I just want you to be sure 


that if Dean ever raises the thing,. 
you’ve got the whole thing. You’ve gat’ 


that whole thing. Now kick him 


straight —. 
* Dean Discussed 


HP. That’s—I mean—that’s what we 
had to do. I just don’t see how we can 
minimize that man. That’s all there is 
to it. 

P. But I' suppose he talks to his 
friends. Is he talking to Bittman? No, 
Dean was talking to O’Brien, wasn’t 
he? Dean wasn’t talking to Bittman. 

H.P. Not to my knowledge. Wasn't 
that story that Bittman? That Bittman 
talked to O’Brien—Bittman, Bittman to 
O’Brien— 

P. No. Bittman to O’Brien said, “Look, 
we need the money.” 

HP. That’s right. 


P. Or was it Bittman to Dean? I don’t 
know. What kind of a guy is O’Brien? . 

H.P. I've only met O’Brien one time 
and then only recently at a recent Bar 
dinner. I don’t know him. Bittman, I 
know well. I just thank God I broke 
off social relations with him from the - 
time he represented Hunt. We had a 
golf date, and I just broke it and I 
haven’t seen him since then. 

P, What about Bittman? H.P. What 
he’s concerned about is the allegation 
that he, in behalf of Hunt, was attempt- 
-ing to blackmail the White House for 
substantial sums of money in return for 
Hunt’s silence. That’s the allegation. And 
that’s what McCord said—ah 

P. McCord said that Bittman— HP. 
McCord said that Dorothy Hunt told‘ 
him all this sort of thing. To 

P. And so how do you get to them? 
Do you have to call Bittman? What do 
you do? H.P. Well, we may get into the: 
fee. Fees are not privileged. yf 

P. I see. H.P. Now— P, You say, 
“Where did he get your fee?” H.P, That’s 
right. , : 
P. And how would you go about that. 
one? H.P. We'll have to subpoena the 
fee records out of the law firm. 

P. And then if he got the fees, you’ 
say, “Did blackmail the White House 
for this?” H.P. Well, ah. 

P. How did he pay the fee? H.P. No, 
no. I think that—one, we try and find 
out whether or not the amount of fees 
reflected on the books of the law firm 
were consistent with the amount of 
money that was—oh—to have gone to 
the law firm. In other words, what we 
think happened is that a considerable 
amount within the law firm was paid 
out in fees and the balance went on ‘to 
Dorothy Hunt for distribution to the Cu- 
bans and what have you. 4 

P. For support. H.P. The strange thing 


‘ about this one, Mr. President, is that 


they could have done it openly. 

P. Why, of course! H.P. If they had 
just come out in The Washington Post 
could, ‘Well these people were” 

P, They helped the Scotsboro people, 
they helped the Berrigans, you remem- 


‘ ber the Alger Hiss defense fund? 


H.P. And we're going to help these 


'—They were doing this—Once you do - 


it in a clandestine fashion, it takes on 
elements— : 

P, Elements of a cover-up. H.P. That's - 
right, and obstruction of justice, 

P, That’s what it is, a question of the 
way it was done. H.P. Sir 


Source of Money 
P, Curious thing. I get your point 


: there, I see that in other words, the— 


so let’s look at Bittman, Bittman says 
he is trying to blackmail the White 


: House. Alright you called Bittman. Bitt- 
-man says that—he says that O’Brien— 


Where did you get the money? And so 
forth—-H.P. Now Bittman maintains that 


it’s a lie. 


P, He’d be better off to say it’s a lie. 


‘HP. Yeah. He simply says that this is 
"a statement by McCord that is lacking 
: in veracity. 


H.P. And is attributed to (unintelligi- 
ble) and Dorothy Hunt. 
P. Of course, you’ve got Dean now 


“‘corroborating—H.P. Well, we can have 


had he 


Dean alluding to it, but not in circum- 
Staaces that we can use it. It depends 
upcey whether or not— 

P. But Dean must say—this is also 
hearsay on that point. I had forgotten 
this is esi ak Because he says that he 

rd that Bittman needed money, 
i-mean, Bittman had said had had to 


have a:hundred— H-P. The link here- 


is O’Brien. 

P. Huh? H.P. The link here is O’Brien. 
P. I—uh, I see. 
» HP. The lawyer. 
- P. I see, That Dean hag heard from 
O’Brien. Bittman or O’Brien? 
* HLP. No, I say the link we can break 
into this is O’Brien. Cause O’Brien’s a 
lawyer. He very scared and— 

P. Yaah. So. O’Brien, Let’s see what he 
says. I am just trying to see where it 


_ Sorts out. O’Brien — can you get him 


in? What’s he done? Has he spoken up? 
H.P. Well, I don’t know that I can 
really predict—ah—ah—but conceivably 


_ if he said—ah-—P. Bittman. 


‘HP. “As part of the scheme to in- 
sure silence of those that were con- 
victed, we made an arrangement where- 
by money would flow through Bittman 
in the form ef legal fees for distribu- 
tion to those people.”—Then you’ve got 
it, ; 

_ P. In the form of legal fees, I see. 
And then you’ve got Bittman and then 
you’ve got O’Brien and then you got 
the people that did it. If they—ah—At 
least those that knew. Like Kalmbach, 
might not have known. H.P. That re- 
mains to be seen. And LaRue, 

_~P. La Rue? LaRue did know. He had 
to. And Mitchell. You’ve got Mitchell 


there, you’ve get LaRue, Who else is ! 
‘ missing? LaRue, is he the one that used 


the code name of Rivers? 


H.P. I don’t know whether— P. r 


’ have heard that name Rivers. 


Involvement of Caulfield 


H.P. I heard Baker. Now there’s two, ' 


but these may be couriers that Caul- 
field recruited, I am not sure. 


P. And in all that Caulfield is in- ; 


volved, probably’ only coincidentally. 
You can’t — they say some of these 


down there. But O’Brien in other words. . 


O’Brien is scared. And O’Brien says that 
Bittman—I am just trying to see how 


| 
! 
| 


they ever got — The only way you’ 


could ever get —- Let me say, there 
is no way they could get that to the 
President without going through Halde- 
man and Ehrlichman. But I am referring 


to this man here. There’s no way they: 


could get it to here except through the 
fact that on March 21st Dean, as I 
had reported to you, did report to, me 
that Bittman had told O’Brien that they 
needed the money. They needed the 
money. It was discussed and we, I said, 
“Tt can’t be done. We can’t do it.” He 
went on to see Ehrlichman, and Ehr- 
lichman said, “No dice.” Nothing could 
be done. Now that is the fact. As far 
as we're concerned, That isn’t much of 
a thing for Dean to have. H.P. Yeah. 

P. But you could have Bittman I sup- 


pose Dean. He could have talked to him ' 


— but then you have hearsay. But Dean 
is not credible. He is not credible. He 
really can’t. He can’t go out and say, 
“Look I’ve talked to the President and 
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he told me this and that and the other | 


thing.” First, it’s not true. 

H. P. That’s the reason I say, in or- 
der to make Dean a credible witness; 
one, it seems to me that he has to 
plead and two, he has to be corrob- 


orated in an essential degree, not every- — 


thing he says. But in sense an essen- 
tial number of factors by other wit- 
nesses. And he may be corroborating in 
one respect by LaRue and in another 
respect by O’Brien, and in still a third re- 
spect by someone else, and in a fourth 
respect by Magruder. You know, and 
that’s the way it goes and the case is 
being built. So, maybe we can bring 
O’Brien out 

P. Well, there’s only this one charge 
I give to you, among many others, and 
that is: If any of this— I mean, I can’t 
allow it. Believe me that even prosecu- 
tors shouldn’t even have informed you 
of this one. Or me—I— - 


H.P. They have described it as bom- 
bast, and rhetoric, and— you know, 
posing— : ‘ 

P. You examine them tomorrow. And 
you tell them they are my men. I’m for 
them, too. I want them to do the job. 
I want this to come out solid and right 
here. And they will start right in to get 
the big fish. Let’s come to the Dean 
thing again. I can give you some more 
time if you want to negotiate with him. 
I mean, when I say I—more time— 

H.P. He needs more pressure. It’s be- 
come counterproductive of the Presi- 
dent. P. What? ‘ 

H.P. It’s become counterproductive. I 
think he was pressed up against the 
wall, he’s seen the early-morning crisis 
pass and now he’s had resurgence. You 
know, he sees Ehrlichman here. He sees 
Haldeman here. He sees John Dean still 
here. Nothing happens. His confidence is 
coming back rather than ebbing. .And— 


‘t Can Ask—Just Resign’ 


P. What do you think? Without your 
advice—is the proper course of action 
to have Dean to either—there are two 
courses of. action I can take. I can take 
a leave of absence until they clear. You 
know what I mean. Which of course is 
a very—Bill Rogers thinks is the fairest. 
And in the and and then they resign, 
of course. Or I can ask—just resign. 
Now the problem with resignation, which 
hits at—There isn’t any question about 
what I will do when you get through 
with your damned grand jury. I just 


don’t—I don’t want to—you know what : 


I mean? I don’t want him in effect—by 
something that I do—to totally preju- 
dice even Dean. You understand what I 
mean? 

H.P. I understand that aspect of it. 

P. As President I shouldn’t give a 
damn about that, but as President—I’ll 
speak to the country on this. And I 
will soon. But my point is with a leave 


of absence, with 2 leave of absence for | 


all three. ; 

H.P. With a leave of. absence, you 
have the best of both worlds. You have 
given them the benefit of the doubt 
and you haven’t cut the Gordian knot. 
You haven't asked for their resigna- 
tions. 

P. I have asked for a leave of ab- 
sence. And I say, “Now I will determine 


at the conclusion not just of the grand 
jury, but at the conclusion of this en- 
tire investigation, that means the Ervin 
committee is in there too.” If, for ex- 
ample, you don’t happen to indict one 
of these three, or one or two or three. 
I am not going to take that as clear 
evidence—it is not enough to serve the 
President simply to get by— H.P. I un- 
derstand— e 

P. And I have told them all of that. 
They have got to be— H.P. I don’t see 
that we’re in any disagreement there. 
The problem is one of timing, as I see 
it. I think, in my humble judgment, that 
the question of timing is working first to 
your detriment, with respect to your 
image, before the press and public. 
_Do You mean now would be a good 
time— . 


An Attitude of Hope 


H.-P. And secondly, I think it is work- 
. ing toward the detriment of the investi- 
i gation because it is giving all of these 

people an attitude of hope that I think 

is unwarranted and I think that if he— 

P. Let me ask you this: How about 

moving Haldeman and Ehrlichman and 
| see what that does to Dean. I am just 
| thinking about that—let me put it this 
| way. I am not in communication with 

Dean at all. For obvious reasons. But 
Haldeman and Ehrlichman, I hold my 
damn brain sessions. I know that they 
are telling me the truth. Dean, I can't 
| believe him. Because I don’t what he is 
up to, you see? And, this leave of ab- 
sence talk, let me say—please let us 
keep it within ourselves. I can’t leak 
this out. It will kill them. It will kill 
the whole thing. I am particularly—can’t 
let it out to Dean. I don’t like to put | 
the three of them in the same bag. 
Although they may all be there, __ 

H.P. Mr. President, why do you not 
| like to put them in the same bag? You 
| don’t like to put them in the same bag 
| because Haldeman and Ehrlichman are 
loyal to the last minute, and you— 

P. No, no it isn’t that. It isn’t that. 
H.P. Iam not questioning your motive. 
| P. I am referring primarily to the 
fact that I have a different relation 
with the others. At this point I can’t 
| get Dean in and say, “Look fella, you 
| take a leave of absence and if you come 

through clean I will take you back.” 
' You know, something like that. 


_ HP. Well, J, in all candor, I think a 


| leave of absence—absence—is just a 
' preliminary step to ultimate departure. 
P. I see. ; 

H.P. I don’t see how either way any 
| of them could come back. But it certain- 
ly at least in terms of bias and prejudice 
it indicates to the public at large that 
‘ you haven’t completely abandoned them. 
, You haven't completely and unalterably 
| 


| decided their fate. On the other hand, 


saying now, by golly, you —- What you 
say is you are guilty until you are 
proven innocent. That’s what the leave 
‘ of absence is. You see. The other way 
*I am saying, “Resignation — you're 
| guilty.” That’s the difference, isn’t it? 
- The leave of absence in effect is say- 
‘ ing, “Look, fellas, I give you leave of 


| I am separating myself from them and 
\ 


absence. So I hold you, basically, not 
that you're guilty,” but—I’m not holding 
you guilty, I’m not finding you guilty, 
but P’m saying is that you've got to 
prove that you are innocent before you 
can come back. H.P. No. : 

P. Now in recognition I am saying— 


Proof of Worthiness 


H.P. No—you’re saying that you have 
to prove you’re worthy to work in the 
Office of the President. , 

P. Oh, I see. I understand. H.P. But 
I think that, I think that’s a much more 
ritualistic way of saying— 

P. Weil, that’s what I told them. That’s 
what I told them. You know what I 
mean by guilt and innocence, I mean 


worthiness. H.P. That’s right. P. You ' 


have to prove you’re worthy. 

H.P. But you see that’s what I see 
has to get out to the public. But Mr. 
President, my wife is not a politically 


sophisticated woman. P. That’s right— ; 
H.P. She knows I’m upset about this. : 


and you know, I’m working hard and 


she sees it: But she asked me at break- - 


fast — She, now I don’t want you to 
hold this against her if you ever meet 
her, because she’s a charming lady— 
P. Of course. 

H.P. She said, “Doesn’t all this upset 
you?” And I said, “Of course it does.” 

P. “Why the hell doesn’t the Presi- 
dent do something?” 

H.P. She said, “Do you think the 
President knows?” And I looked at her 
and said, “If I thought the President 
knew, I would have to resign.” But, 
you know, now there is my own family, 
Mr. President—P. Sure. Sure. H.P. Now 
whatever confidence she has in you, her 
confidence in me ought to be unques- 


tioned. Well, when that type of question . 


comes through in my home— 

P. We've got to get it out. H.P, We've 
got a problem. : 

P. Well you know I have wrestled 
with it. I’ve been trying to—H.P, Mr. 
President, I pray for you, sir. 

P, I have been trying to get the thing. 
Like even poor Gray—there was nothing 
we could #0, Ah—wrestling with Dean’s 
covers, But ah—H.P. I wouldn’t try to 
distinguish between the three of them. 

P, I understand. I understand. Well, 
I won't try to distinguish, but maybe 
they will be handled differently due to 
the fact that I am not communicating 
with Dean. : 

HP. Mr. President, it is always easier 
to advise than it is to assume the respon- : 
__ sibility. ” 

P. I will do it my way. And it will : 
be done, I am working on it. I won't ' 
even tell you how—how—H.P. I under- ; 
stand— : 

P. But what are you going to do? What 
will happen now? The FBI will now in-. 
terview Dean on that report in Califor- | 
nia? 


HELP. Yes, sir. They will interview Ehr- - 


lichman and they will, ah, attempt to 
_ identify the psychiatrist. They will inter- ; 
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Defense Department since they have 
been involved in this thing. We will-re- 
check the FBI, We've already checked 
them once. 

P., What did they find? H.P. Well, 
nothing. We've checked our own 
people— ; 

P, Now, the FBI did not do anything. 
-EEP. I understand. But . . . we're talk- 
ing about the evidence of information 
that may have been stemmed from that 
source. 

P. Yeah. Well they got into the trial. 

H.P. Whether any of that has gotten 
into the file in any way. And when we 
do that and we do that, we have to 
file a report to the Court and we will 
and ah we'll see what develops. 

P, Alright. Thank you. 


'~ The last appendix released by the 
White House was the transcript of 
‘President Nixon’s televised address to 
the nation on April 30, 1973. 


I want to. talk to you tonight from. 


my heart on a subject of deep concern 
toe every American. 

Yn recent months, members of my Ad~- 
ministration and officials of the Com- 
mittee for the Re-election of the Presi- 
dent—including some of my closest 


Press Secretary on my behalf, were 
based on the information provided to 
us at the time we made those comments. 
However, new information then came to 
me which persuaded me that there was 
a real possibility that some of these 
charges were true, and suggesting fur- 
ther that there had been an effort to 
conceal the facts both from the public, 
from you,.and from me. 


iy “Intensive New Inquiries” 
'’ As a result, on March 21, I person- 


_afly assumed the responsibility for co- 


érdinating intensive new inquiries into 
the matter, and I personally ordered 
those conducting the investigations to 
gét all the facts and to report them. di- 
rectly to me, right here in this office. 
*°[ again ordered that all persons in 
fhe Government or at the Re-election 
Committee should codperate fully with 
the FBI, the prosecutors and the Grand 
Jury. I also ordered that anyone who 
sefused to cooperate in telling the truth . 
would be asked to resign from govern- 
‘nent service. And, with ground rules 
ndopted that would preserve the basic 


ic constitutional separation of powers be- | 


, friends and most trusted aides—have | 
; heen charged with involvement in what . 


' has come to be known as the Water- 


gate affair. These include charges of : 


| jUegal activity during and preceding the 
! 1972 Presidential election and charges 


that responsible officials participated in . 


efforts to cover up that illegal activity. 

‘The inevitable result of these charges 
has been to raise serious questions about 
ihe integrity of the White House itself. 
Tonight I wish to address those ques- 
tions. : 7 
‘Last June 17, while I. was in Florida 
ttryirig to get a few days’ rest after my 
‘visit to Moscow, I first learned> from 
‘news reports of the Watergate break-in. 


.L was appalled at this senseless, illegal: 


action, and I was shocked to learn that 
‘employees of the. Re-election Committee 
'were apparently among’ those guilty. I 
immediately ordered an investigation by 
appropriate government authorities. On 
iSeptember 15,'as you will recall, in- 
dictments were brought against seven 
‘defendants in the case. 

“As the investigations went forward, I 
repeatedly asked those conducting the 
investigation whether there was any rea- 
son to believe that members of my Ad- 
ministration were in any way involved. 
T received repeated assurances that there 
were not. Because of these continuing 
teassurances—because I believed the re- . 
ports I was getting, because I had faith: 
in the persons from whom I was getting 
them—I discounted the stories in the. 
press that appeared to implicate mem- 
bers of my Administration or other of- 
‘icials of the campaign committee. : 


view the psychiatrist named as Ellsberg’s ; | Until March of this year, I remained 
psychiatrist to determine whether or not ' convinced that the. denials were true 
they were burglarized or know they and that the charges of involvement by 


-were burglarized. They will attempt to 
determine if there’s any police report 
of a burglary. We will check with the 


members of the White House staff were 
false. The comments I made during this 
period, and the comments made by my 


kween the Congress and the Presidency, 
‘directed that members of the White - 
‘Youse staff should appear and. testify 
‘voluntarily under oath before the Sen- 
late Committee investigating Watergate. 

I was determined that we should get 
‘to the bottom of the matter, and that the 
‘truth should be fully brought out—no 
‘matter who was involved. 

' At the same ‘time, I was determined 
jnot to take precipitate action, and to 
avoid, if at all possible, any action 
,that would appear to reflect on innocent ~ 
‘people. I wanted to be fair. But I knew 
that in the final analysis, the integrity 
4Q this office—public faith in the integ- 
rity of this office—would have to take 
priority over all personal considerations. 

Today, in one of the most difficult 
decisions of my Presidency, I accepted 
the resignations of two of my closest 
associates in the White House—Bob 
Haldeman, John Ehrlichman—two of 
the finest public servants it has been 
my privilege to know. 

I want to stress that in accepting 
these resignations, I mean to leave no 
implication whatever of personal wrong- 
doing on their part, and I leave no im- 
plication tonight of implication on the 
part of others who have been charged 
in this matter. But in matters as sensi- 
tive as guarding the integrity of our 
democratic process, it is essential not 
only .that rigorous legal and ethical 
standards be observed, but also. that 
the public, you, have the total confi- 
dence that they are both being ob- 
served and enforced by those in au- 
thority. and particularly by the President 
of the United States. They agreed with 
me that this move was necessary in 
order to restore that confidence. 

Because Attorney General Kleindienst 
—though a distinguished public servant, 
my personal friend for 20 years, with 
no personal involvement whatever in 
this matter—has been a close personal 
and professional associate of some of 
those who are involved in this case, 
he and I both felt that it was also 
oo to name a new Attorney Gen- 
eral. 


Notes Dean Resignation 


The Counsel to the President, John 
Dean, has also resigned. 

As the new Attorney General, I have 
today named Elliot Richardson, a man 
of unimpeachable integrity and rigorous- 
ly high principle. I have directed him 
to do everything necessary to ensure 
that the Department of Justice has the 
confidence and trust of every law abid- 
ing person in this country. 


I have given him absolute authority 
to make all decisions bearing upon the 
prosecution of the Watergate case and 
related matters. I have instructed him 
that if he should consider it appropriate 
he has the authority to name a special 
supervising prosecutor for matters aris- 
ing out of the case. 

Whatever may appear to have been 
the case before—whatever improper ac- 
tivities may yet be discovered in con- 
nection with this whole sordid affair—tI 
want the American people, I want you 
to know beyond the shadow of a doubt 
‘that during my terms as President, 
justice will be pursued fairly, fully, and 
impartially, no matter who is involved. 
This office is a sacred trust and I am 
determined to be worthy of that trust. 

Looking back at the history of this 
case, two questions arise: — 

How could it have happened? 

Who is to blame? 

Political commentators have correctly 
observed that during my 27 years in 
politics, I have always’ previously in- 
sisted on running my own campaigns 
for office. 

But 1972 presented a very different 
situation. In both domestic and foreign 
policy, 1972 was a year of crucially im- 
portant decisions, of intense negotia- 
tions, of vital new directions, par- 
ticularly in working toward the goal 
which has been my overriding concern 
throughout my political career—the goal 
of bringing peace to America and peace 
to the world. 

That is why I decided, as the 1972 
campaign approached, that the Presi- 
dency should come first and politics 
_ ‘second. To the maximum extent pos- 
sible, therefore, I sought to delegate 
campaign operations, and to remove the : 
day-to-day campaign decisions from the | 
President’s office and from the White 
House, I also, as you recall, severely 
limited the number of my own campaign 
appearances. * 

Who, then, is to blame for what hap- 
pened in this case? : % 

For specific criminal actions by spe- 
cific individuals, those who committed. 
those actions, must, of course, bear the 
liability-and pay the penalty. 

For the fact that alleged improper 
actions took place within the White 
House or within my campaign organiza- 
tion, the easiest course would be for 
me to blame those to whom I dele- 
gated the responsibility to run the cam- 
paign. But that would be a cowardly. 
thing to do. a 

I will not place the blame on subor- 
dinates—on people whose zeal exceeded 
their judgment, and who may have done 
wrong in a cause they deeply believed 
to be right. 

In any organization, the man at the 
top must bear the responsibility. That 
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responsibility, therefore, belongs here, 
in this office. I accept that. And I pledge 
to you tonight, from this office, that I 
will do everything in my power to in- 
sure that the guilty are brought to jus- 
tice, and that such abuses are purged 
from our political processes in the years 
to come, long after I have left this 
office. 

Some people, quite properly appalled 
at the abuses that occurred, will say 
that Watergate demonstrates the bank- 
ruptcy of the American political system. 
I believe precisely the opposite is true. 
Watergate represented a series of illegal 
acts and bad judgments by a number 


of individuals, It was the system that . 


has brought the facts to light and that 
will bring those guilty to justice—a sys- 
tem that in this case has included a 
determined grand jury, honest prosecu- 
tors, a courageous judge, John Sirica, 
and a vigorous free press, 

It is essential now that we place our 
faith in that system — and especially in 
the judicial system. It is essential that 
we let the judicial process go forward, 
respecting those safeguards that are 
established to- protect the innocent as 
well as to convict the guilty. It is es- 
sential that in reacting to the excesses 
of others, we not fall into excesses our 
selves. 

It is also essential that we not be so- 
distracted by events such as this that 
we neglect the vital work before us, be- 
fore this nation, before America, at a 
time of critical importance to America 
and the world. 

Since March, when I first learned that 
the Watergate affair might in fact be 
far more serious than I had been led 
to believe, it has claimed far too much 
of my own time and attention. 


Larger Duties of Office 


Whatever may now transpire in the 
case—whatever the actions of the grand 
jury, whatever the outcome‘of any even- 
tual trials—I must now turn my full at- 
tention once again to the larger duties 
of this office, I owe it to this great of- 
fice that I hold, and I owe it to you— 
to our country. 

I know that as Attorney General, El- 
liot Richardson will be both fair and 
fearless in pursuing this case wherever 
it leads. I am confident that with him 
in charge, justice will be done. 

There is a vital work to be done 
toward our goal of a lasting structure of 
peace in the world—work that cannot 
wait. Work that I must do. 

Tomorrow, for example, Chancellor 
Brandt of West Germany will visit the 
White House for talks that are a vital 
element of “The Year'of Europe” as 1973 
has been called. We are already prepar- 
ing for the next Soviet-American sum- 
mit meeting, later this year. 

This is also a year in which we are 
seeking to negotiate a mutual and bal- 
anced reduction of armed forces in Eu- 
rope, which will reduce our defense budg- 
et and allow us to have funds for other 
purposes at home so desperately need- 
ed. It is the: year when the United 
States and Soviet negotiators will seek 
to work out the second and even more 
important round of our talks on limiting 
nuclear arms, and of reducing the dan- 


ger of a nuclear war that would destroy 
civilization as we know it. It is a year 
of maintaining peace in Southeast Asia 
and in the potentially explosive Middle 
East. 

There is also vital work to be done 
right here in America—to ensure pros- 


'- perity, and that means a good job for 


everyone who wants to work, to con- 
trol inflation, that I know worries every 
housewife, everyone who tries to bal- 
ance a family budget in America, to set 
in motion new and better ways of en- 
suring progress toward a better life for 
all Americans. 

When I think of this office—of what 
it means—I think of all the things that 


_I want to accomplish for this nation— 


of all the things I want to accom- 
plish for you. 

On Christmas Eve, during my terrible 
personal ordeal of the renewed bombing 
of North Vietnam, which after 12 years 
of war, finally helped to bring America 
peace with honor, I sat down just be- 
fore midnight. I wrote out some of my 
goals for my second term as President. 

Let me read them to you. 

“To make it possible for our children, 
and for our children’s children, to live 
in a world of peace. 

“To make this country be more than 
ever a land of opportunity—-of equal 
opportunity, full opportunity for every 
American. ; 

“To provide ‘jobs for all who can 


' work, and generous help for all who 


cannot. 

“To establish a climate of decency, 
and civility, in which each person re- 
spects the feelings and the dignity and 
the God-given rights of his neighbor. 

“To make this a land in which each 
person can dare to dream, can live his 
dreams—not in fear, but in hope— 
proud of his community, proud of his 
country, proud of what America has 
meant to himself and to the world.” 

These are great goals. I believe we 
can, we must work for them. We can 
achieve them. But we cannot achieve 
these goals unless we dedicate ourselves 
to another goal. 

We must maintain the integrity of 
the White House, and that integrity must 
be real, not transparent. There can be 
no whitewash at the White House. 

We must reform our political process 
—ridding it not only of the violations 
of law, but also of the ugly mob violence 
and other inexcusable campaign tactics 
that have been too often practiced and 
too readily accepted in the past—in- 
cluding those that may have been a 
response by one side to the excesses 
or expected excesses of the other side. 
Two wrongs do not make a right. 

I have been in public life for more 
than a quarter of a century. Like any 
other calling, politics thas good people, 
and bad people. And let me tell you, 
the great majority in politics, in the 
Congress, in the Federal Government, 
in the state government, are good peo- 
ple. I know that it can be very easy, 
under the intensive pressures of a cam- 
paign, for even well-intentioned people 
to fall into shady tactics—to rational- 
ize this on the grounds that what is 
at stake is of such importance to the 
nation that the end justifies the means. 


And both of our great parties have 
been guilty of such tactics in the past. 

In recent years, however, the cam- 
paign excesses that have occurred on 
all sides have provided a_ sobering 
demonstration of how far this false 
doctrine can take us. The lesson is 
clear: América, in its political cam- 
paigns, must not again fall into the 
trap of letting the end, however great 
that end is, justify the means. 

I urge the leaders of both political 
parties, I urge citizens, all of you, 
everywhere, to join in working to- 
wards a new set of standards, new rules 
and procedures—to insure that future 
elections will be as nearly free of such 
abuses as they possibly can be made. 
This is my goal. I ask you to join in 
making it America’s goal. 

When I was inaugurated for a sec- 


“ond term this past Jan. 20, I gave each 


member of my Cabinet and each mem- 


‘ber of my senior White House staff 


a special four-year calendar with each 
day. marked to show the number of 
days remaining to the Administration. 
In the inscription on each calendar, I 
wrote these word: “The Presidential 
term which begins today consists of 
1,461 days—no more, no less. Each 
can be a day of strengthening and re- 
newal for America; each can add depth 
and dimension to the American expe- 
rience. If we strive together, if we 
make the most of the challenge and 
the opportunity that these days offer 
us, they can stand out as great days 
for America, and great moments in 
the history of the world.” 

I looked at my own calendar this 
morning up at Camp David as I was 
working on this speech. It showed ex- 
actly 1,361 days remaining in my term, 
I want. these to be the best days in 
America’s history, because I love Amer- 
ica. I deeply believe that America is 
the hope of the world, and I know that 
in the quality.and wisdom of the lead- 
ership America gives lies the only hope 
for millions of people all over the 
world, that they can live their lives 
in peace and freedom. We must be 
worthy of that hope, in every sense 
of the word. Tonight, I ask for your 
prayers to help me in everything that 
I do throughout the days of my Presi- 
dency to be worthy of their hopes 
and of yours. 

God bless America and God bless 
each and every one of you. 
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